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House of Representatives 
The House met at 10 a.m. 
Rev. Troy Ehlke, Christ Lutheran 

Church, Charlotte, North Carolina, of-
fered the following prayer: 

God of wisdom and truth, we are a 
Nation standing at the crossroads. It is 
a place of possibilities; one where path-
ways beckon us to traverse, yet the un-
foreseen tenders our steps. Enable us to 
boldly confront this critical juncture 
through the hope that rests securely in 
Your love. 

Unite us as one so that care of com-
munity precedes self-interest; love of 
neighbor breeds compassionate action; 
the common good is a prize to behold 
rather than a tool to exploit. 

Empower the representatives of this 
great land to respond to today’s issues 
from a posture of hope because bless-
ings abound even under the most ardu-
ous of circumstances. We may be facing 
the crossroads, but we are not alone, 
for we have You and we have one an-
other. Nothing more do we require. 
Truly, You are generous, O Lord. 

Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House 
her approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from Nebraska (Mr. SMITH) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge 
of Allegiance. 

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska led the 
Pledge of Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed a bill of the 
following title in which the concur-
rence of the House is requested: 

S. 614. An act to award a Congressional 
Gold Medal to the Women Airforce Service 
Pilots (‘‘WASP’’). 

f 

WELCOMING REV. TROY EHLKE 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the gentlewoman from North Carolina 
(Mrs. MYRICK) is recognized for 1 
minute. 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. MYRICK. I’m honored to intro-

duce Rev. Troy Ehlke, who gave to-
day’s opening prayer. He serves as the 
Pastor of Care and Counseling at 
Christ Lutheran Church in Charlotte, 
North Carolina, where he lives with his 
wife, Cynthia, and son Julian. It is here 
that he administers pastoral care to a 
congregation of nearly 3,000 through di-
rect visitation and facilitation of a 
large lay ministry group. He is also the 
director of Adult Education and over-
sees the Sunday school and the 
Wednesday evening curriculums. 

He received his master’s degrees in 
the fields of theology and divinity from 
Harvard Divinity School, Pacific Lu-
theran Theological Seminary, and 
Princeton Theological Seminary. His 
professional interests center predomi-
nantly on the administration of pas-
toral care and counseling and biblical 
studies in relationship to community 
ethics. He has also written two books, 
and currently is working on his third. 

He is a devoted and inspired leader in 
our community and to those he serves 
at Christ Lutheran Church. It’s a privi-
lege to have him here with us today, 
and an honor to serve him, his family, 
and his congregation in the Ninth Dis-
trict of North Carolina. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain up to 10 further requests for 1- 
minute speeches on each side of the 
aisle. 

f 

EMBARK IN A NEW DIRECTION 

(Mr. ALTMIRE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. ALTMIRE. Madam Speaker, it 
was a little over 8 years ago that this 
country had just had four consecutive 
budget surpluses. But now, as we find 
ourselves in the midst of our eighth 
consecutive budget deficit, Congress 
and the President are finally making 
the difficult decisions necessary to 
right the ship and begin digging our 
way out of the enormous hole the poli-
cies of the past have created. 

While we can’t change the misguided 
decisions that doubled the national 
debt over the past 8 years, we can 
change course and adopt a more fis-
cally responsible policy. 

Our budget cuts the deficit by two- 
thirds over the next 4 years. And by re-
forming our health care system, reduc-
ing our dependence on foreign oil, and 
improving our education system, we 
are addressing the issues that are driv-
ing our long-term deficit. 

Madam Speaker, finally we have a 
Congress and an administration that 
are willing to put behind us the failed 
economic policies of the past and em-
bark in a new direction. 

f 

CAP-AND-TAX ENERGY PLAN 

(Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 
A cap-and-tax energy bill is working 
its way through the House. Democrats 
and Republicans alike want to make 
sure that we put caps on emissions to 
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reduce pollution in our country, but we 
need to make sure we find a way of 
doing this without increasing family 
electric bills, losing manufacturing 
jobs, or losing steel jobs. 

They say we should trust China that 
they won’t cheat and somehow send 
cheaper goods over here. But this is the 
same country that sends us fungus in 
their diapers, leaded toys, toxic baby 
bottles, poison dog food, harmful build-
ing materials; they dump steel on our 
shores, hack into our computers, and 
spy on us. Hardly a country I would 
trust. 

They say that we’re going to get 200 
tons of steel to build a windmill, and 
that’s true, but it takes 90 tons of steel 
to build a clean coal power plant. What 
we ought to be doing is spending our 
money tearing down our old dirty coal 
plants, building new ones, and using 
our massive resources. 

Let’s use the oil off our shores to 
fund clean coal technology, build nu-
clear power plants, get a million more 
jobs in America, and clean the air in 
our country. Put a cap on emissions, 
okay. But let’s put a cap on job losses. 
That’s how we help our country. 

f 

MEMORIAL DAY AND COMPREHEN-
SIVE IMMIGRATION REFORM 

(Mr. BACA asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BACA. As America celebrates 
Memorial Day next week, let us not 
forget what this day represents. This is 
a day of reflection to remember those 
who gave the ultimate sacrifice for this 
country—the men and women who 
served our country. This includes thou-
sands of immigrants who, although not 
officially citizens, died defending 
America’s values we all share. 

In fact, one of the first U.S. service-
men killed in combat in Iraq was an 
immigrant, Marine Lance Corporal 
Jose Gutierrez, only 22 years old. 

On Memorial Day, immigrant fami-
lies will also share America’s reflection 
of those who gave their lives. But 
America must not accept immigrants 
one moment and reject them the next. 

Congress must look past tough polit-
ical decisions and work on real com-
prehensive reform for the sake of those 
immigrants and their families that al-
ready gave so much to this country. I 
urge my colleagues and President 
Obama to work with the CHC to pass 
comprehensive immigration reform. 

f 

WISE WORDS FROM AMERICAN 
HISTORY 

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, ‘‘In 
the situation of this assembly, groping 
as it were in the dark to find political 
truth . . . , how has it happened, sir, 
that we have not once thought of hum-
bly applying to the Father of lights to 
illuminate our understanding? 

‘‘The longer I live, the more con-
vincing proofs I see of this truth—that 
God governs in the affairs of men. And 
if a sparrow cannot fall to the ground 
without His notice, how it is probable 
that an empire can rise without His 
aid? 

‘‘I therefore beg—that henceforth 
prayers imploring the assistance of 
Heaven, and its blessings on our delib-
eration, be held in this assembly every 
morning before we proceed to busi-
ness.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, with this advice by Ben-
jamin Franklin in 1787, our ancestors 
knelt in prayer each day before design-
ing and drafting the powerful U.S. Con-
stitution. We continue that wise tradi-
tion. Each morning we pray to the Al-
mighty. Then we pledge to the Flag. 
Then we get on with the people’s busi-
ness. 

We would do well to remember the 
words of the Old Book, ‘‘Unless the 
Lord builds the house, the builders 
labor in vain.’’ ‘‘Unless the Lord 
watches over the city, the watchmen 
stand guard in vain.’’ 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

VERMONT DAIRY FARMERS 

(Mr. WELCH asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. WELCH. I rise today to bring to 
the attention of my colleagues the 
ever-worsening plight of dairy farmers 
in Vermont. Frankly, dairy farmers 
around the country. 

The life of a dairy farmer is hard al-
ways. Never easy. Long hours, uncer-
tainty in the markets, competition 
from factory and farms make it tough 
for family farmers in Vermont and 
elsewhere to survive and thrive. It’s 
even tougher these days. 

With the cost of production of milk 
at about $18 per hundredweight, it’s 
well below the $11 per hundredweight 
that farmers are being paid. It’s no 
wonder that so many farmers are hav-
ing to sell their herds and walk off the 
land they love. 

But dairy is so important to 
Vermont—economically, culturally, 
environmentally, and historically. We 
need to do all we can to help this sec-
tor and to help our farmers. 

That’s why I and 23 of our colleagues 
are calling on Secretary Vilsack to 
consider the cost of production when 
setting milk prices. We need to act now 
to resolve this crisis. Even more impor-
tantly, we need to find a long-term so-
lution that will help create stable and 
sustainable dairy in this country. 

f 

LAKE ALICE SCHOOL 

(Mr. SMITH of Nebraska asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. I rise today 
to celebrate a gem of western Ne-
braska, Lake Alice School. The school 

first opened its doors in 1915, and it 
will bid its farewell on Monday. A fare-
well will actually be held with an open 
house at the school, allowing anyone 
who is or has been associated with the 
school to reflect on its impact to our 
community and what it has meant to 
so many people through the years. 

Nearly 7,000 students from 
Scottsbluff and the surrounding area 
have passed through the school during 
its 93 years. I’m proud to have known 
Lake Alice students, teachers, grad-
uates, and faculty throughout my life. 
The school provided a quality edu-
cation and serves as a point of pride for 
the community. 

It will hold a special place in our 
hearts. I hate to see the doors close, 
but I know the memories will last for-
ever. 

f 

CONGRESSIONAL GOLD MEDAL 
FOR SOLDIERS INVOLVED IN BA-
TAAN, CORREGIDOR AND LUZON 

(Mr. HEINRICH asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HEINRICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to introduce a bill bestowing a 
collective Congressional Gold Medal to 
our soldiers involved in the World War 
II battles of Bataan, Corregidor, and 
Luzon. 

This bill is particularly important to 
my State because nearly 2,000 New 
Mexican soldiers were captured as pris-
oners of war and subjected to the Ba-
taan Death March of 1942. More New 
Mexico families per capita were di-
rectly affected by this than any other 
State. 

American POWs were forced to en-
dure a tortuous 65-mile, 5-day march in 
tropical heat, without food or water, 
followed by 3 years of brutal imprison-
ment. In the end, one-third of Bataan’s 
12,000 defenders never returned home. 

We must never forget the courage 
that these veterans demonstrated be-
fore any more of our heroes of Bataan, 
Corregidor, or Luzon pass on. I urge my 
colleagues to honor them with the Con-
gressional Gold Medal that they have 
more than earned. 

f 

GUANTANAMO BAY 

(Mr. PENCE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PENCE. On his second day in of-
fice, the President announced his plans 
to close Guantanamo Bay in an effort 
to improve America’s image around the 
world. But Republicans went to the 
floor of this House and we went to the 
airwaves. We even went to the Internet 
at GOP.gov to inform the American 
people that Guantanamo Bay holds 
some of the most dangerous terrorists 
on the planet; men like Khalid Sheikh 
Mohammed, the mastermind behind 
the September 11th attacks, and Abu 
Zubaydah, a key facilitator of the 9/11 
attacks. 
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Because of the strong Republican 

leadership in the House and the Sen-
ate—even our Democratic colleagues in 
the last week joined us—denying any 
and all funding for closing Guanta-
namo Bay in the war supplemental bill. 

But now we read that the President 
is renewing his effort to close Guanta-
namo Bay, despite a recent Pentagon 
report that nearly one out of every 
seven terrorist detainees previously re-
leased from Guantanamo Bay may 
have returned to their terrorist activ-
ity. Yesterday, the director of the FBI 
raised concerns about transferring 
these men to our local communities. 

Despite these warnings, the Presi-
dent continues to bow to world opin-
ion. Let me say emphatically: Mr. 
President, public safety comes before 
public relations. The American people 
don’t want to know how closing Guan-
tanamo Bay will make us more pop-
ular; they want to know how closing 
Guantanamo Bay will make us safer. 

f 

b 1015 

TAX SIMPLIFICATION FOR SMALL 
BUSINESSES 

(Mr. SCHRADER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. SCHRADER. In my home State 
of Oregon, 98 percent of our businesses 
are small businesses. In fact, small 
businesses employ 57 percent of Or-
egon’s workforce. During Small Busi-
ness Appreciation Week, I want to 
commend all of the small business own-
ers in my home State and across the 
country who drive the economy and 
keep the dream of American entrepre-
neurship alive. 

It is with that in mind that I speak 
about an issue that all small business 
owners face: the complexity of our Tax 
Code. Whether we’re talking about dol-
lars spent or time lost, tax complexity 
is an enormous drain for small busi-
nesses. With 3.7 million words, 70,000 
pages, individuals and companies spend 
close to $265 billion just to fill out 
their taxes. Sadly, our small business 
entrepreneurs pay the majority of that. 

That’s why I introduced H.R. 1509, 
the Home Office Deduction Simplifica-
tion Act that would provide small busi-
nesses with a simple $1,500 home office 
deduction to claim a credit that very 
few use today. 

During Small Business Appreciation 
Week, I encourage all Members to con-
sider ways to aid small businesses. 

f 

HEALTH CARE REFORM 

(Mr. PAULSEN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, health 
care reform is one of the most impor-
tant issues Congress will tackle. 
Health care costs are too high, and we 
need real reform that ensures every 
American has access to affordable 

quality care. The single most impor-
tant tenet of high-quality care is the 
doctor-patient relationship. It used to 
be that doctors visited the patient’s 
house. Today patients visit the doc-
tor’s office, but the principle remains 
the same: doctors and patients are in 
charge of individual health care deci-
sions. Our top priority must be pre-
serving and protecting that relation-
ship. 

To that end, I am proud to be spon-
soring and supporting the Medical 
Rights Act, which will guarantee the 
rights of patients to control their own 
health care by banning government in-
terference in those decisions. As Con-
gress moves forward on health care re-
form, we need to ensure that patients 
and their doctors, not government bu-
reaucrats, remain in charge of health 
care decisions. 

f 

CELEBRATING MEMORIAL DAY 

(Ms. GIFFORDS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. GIFFORDS. Mr. Speaker, it is 
with great respect that I rise today to 
honor and recognize our Nation’s mili-
tary and their families. As Memorial 
Day approaches, we remember the sac-
rifices of daily military life, but we 
also remember the legacy of service 
that blazed the trails of the American 
West and the avenues of freedom 
around the world. 

Last weekend we laid to rest the bod-
ies of 57 Tucson-area Civil War soldiers 
who were stationed in the Arizona Ter-
ritory in the 1800s. They served in the 
Cavalry and the infantry as cooks and 
as scouts on the frontlines of American 
expansion. As we led the motorcycle 
escort to their final resting place near 
Fort Huachuca and Sierra Vista, hun-
dreds of our Nation’s veterans and sup-
porters showed through their out-
pouring of patriotism that the 
underpinnings of Memorial Day are im-
portant every single day. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in re-
membering all of the servicemembers 
and their families who have sacrificed 
for our great Nation both abroad and 
here at home. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF SOCIAL SECU-
RITY NUMBER FRAUD AND IDEN-
TITY THEFT PREVENTION ACT 

(Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado. Mr. 
Speaker, millions of Americans are 
hurt by identity theft every year. My 
legislation, the Social Security Num-
ber Fraud and Identity Theft Preven-
tion Act of 2009, H.R. 2472, will enable 
the Social Security Administration to 
work with the Department of Home-
land Security in searching for records 
to identify individuals and employers 
who are using false names, false Social 
Security numbers, multiple individuals 

using the same Social Security num-
ber, the fraudulent use of Social Secu-
rity numbers taken from dead people, 
and individuals who had applied and re-
ceived a Social Security number but 
who are not legally entitled to work in 
the United States. 

According to the most recent na-
tional survey by the Federal Trade 
Commission, 8.3 million adults in the 
United States were victims of identity 
theft and 1.8 million adults in the U.S. 
reported their personal information 
fraudulently used by somebody else. 
This legislation, H.R. 2472, will end a 
bureaucratic loophole that keeps Fed-
eral agencies from cooperating in the 
fight against identity theft. I strongly 
urge its passage. 

f 

RESTORING FISCAL 
ACCOUNTABILITY 

(Mr. ARCURI asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, President 
Obama and this Congress inherited a 
fiscal and economic downturn the likes 
of which we have not seen in this coun-
try in generations, including a record 
deficit and soaring unemployment. 
Democrats have been committed to fis-
cal responsibility since taking control 
of the House in 2007. The first thing the 
Democratic-led Congress did in 2007 
was re-impose PAYGO budget rules in 
the House. As a member of the Blue 
Dog Coalition, I applauded that and 
supported that strongly and continue 
to. We are working hard to reform our 
Nation’s health care system, which will 
reduce the deficit, save money for con-
sumers and improve efficiency in the 
health care system. I applaud Presi-
dent Obama and the Democratic Con-
gress for taking these critical steps, 
and we will continue working with him 
to reduce our Nation’s deficit and debt. 

f 

THE TAX KNOWN AS CAP-AND- 
TRADE 

(Mr. REHBERG asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. REHBERG. Mr. Speaker, in order 
to seem like they are keeping the 
promise of no new taxes, some Demo-
crats have simply stopped calling their 
tax policies taxes. For example, this 
week they’re calling a $645 billion tax 
increase cap-and-trade. But the Demo-
cratic chairman emeritus of the House 
Energy Committee, Congressman DIN-
GELL, warned that most Americans 
didn’t know that cap-and-trade was— 
quote—‘‘a tax, and a great big one.’’ 
Cap-and-tax supporters suggest this 
money is pulled out of thin air. The 
truth is that each year under cap-and- 
tax, every American household will 
have to come up with an additional 
$3,100 just to heat the house, run the 
washing machine or use energy. Most 
families don’t have an extra $3,100 just 
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sitting around. Americans are strug-
gling to make ends meet. I ask my col-
leagues not to raise taxes on those who 
can least afford it. 

f 

ENERGY BILL IS A WIN-WIN FOR 
AMERICANS 

(Mr. PALLONE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, the en-
ergy bill that the House Energy and 
Commerce Committee is about to fin-
ish marking up today is a win-win situ-
ation for Americans. First of all, it 
achieves energy independence, which is 
so important for our national security. 
At the same time, it basically helps in 
a significant way to reduce pollution. 
We know about global climate change. 
We know we must address it in a sig-
nificant way. 

But even more important, I want to 
stress the job creation. The fact of the 
matter is, it will create a lot of jobs by 
investing in new renewable tech-
nologies, such as solar power, wind 
power, geothermal. Imagine this: In 
one piece of legislation, which will 
come to the House when we come back 
after Memorial Day, we will be able to 
make headway towards energy inde-
pendence, not rely on foreign oil, cre-
ate jobs in new industries and new 
technologies, and also address the 
problem of global climate change. 

The fact of the matter is, it’s a win- 
win situation for the American people. 
It is something that most of my con-
stituents have been clamoring for for a 
long time. Once again, this new Con-
gress and this President will achieve a 
major victory for the American people. 

f 

CAP-AND-TAX WILL CAP OUR 
GROWTH AND TRADE OUR JOBS 

(Mr. FLEMING asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, the 
crazy cap-and-tax idea advanced by my 
liberal colleagues would create $640 bil-
lion in new taxes on American busi-
nesses and raise electrical bills by 
$3,100 per household per year. This cap- 
and-tax proposal creates an artificial 
market to find revenue to pay for var-
ious social programs that this adminis-
tration plans to enact, such as govern-
ment takeover of our health care. This 
boondoggle will cap our growth and 
trade our jobs. Companies looking to 
invest in our economy will simply 
move overseas to escape this enormous 
tax increase. 

You don’t believe me? Look in the 
crystal ball at Spain, which has been 
on this plan for 10 years. After losing a 
number of companies, seeing utility 
prices skyrocket and suffering a 17.5 
percent unemployment rate, we can see 
our future clearly. Even worse, experts 
tell us that cap-and-tax will do nothing 
to cap greenhouse gases, but it will put 
the United States at a global economic 
disadvantage because China and India 

will ignore this scheme. In fact, it will 
also serve as an economic stimulus for 
all developing countries which will be 
happy to accept our jobs. 

Why not use common sense for a 
change and develop true renewable re-
sources as well as nuclear power, which 
has a zero carbon footprint? 

f 

AMERICAN ENERGY 
INDEPENDENCE 

(Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend her remarks.) 

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Mr. 
Speaker, I am proud to represent one of 
the greenest districts in America, 
thanks to our hydroelectric dams that 
produce 70 percent of our electricity in 
Washington State. When you combine 
that with nuclear and wind and solar 
and biomass, we have one of the small-
est carbon footprints in the country. 
Yet cap-and-trade would penalize 
Washington State, too, forcing us to 
pay higher costs for our energy. A Fed-
eral judge in Portland is proposing, or 
wants us to consider at least, removing 
the four lower Snake River dams that 
provide 5 percent of our electricity. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to stop saying 
no to American energy and start say-
ing yes to American energy. We need to 
unleash American energy producers 
and not implement policies that are ac-
tually going to hurt our economy, 
trade our jobs and cause them to go 
overseas make us more dependent on 
foreign sources of energy. 

Let’s say yes to American energy. 
Let’s say yes to American energy inde-
pendence. 

f 

INVESTING IN ALTERNATIVE 
ENERGY 

(Mrs. CAPITO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, last sum-
mer’s run-up in gasoline prices high-
lighted for all of us the challenges that 
face our Nation because we have not 
embraced a wide range of our own en-
ergy resources. With that premise in 
mind, I’ve joined with my Republican 
and Democrat colleagues to craft an 
energy bill that will invest in alter-
native energy, promote new technology 
and encourage conservation—all with-
out raising taxes on consumers. 

Instead of penalizing domestic en-
ergy production with a national energy 
tax like the one moving through our 
Energy and Commerce Committee, we 
need to use our royalties from offshore 
energy exploration to fund investments 
in new cleaner energy technologies. 
That means renewable, nuclear, envi-
ronmental restoration and clean water 
efforts. 

In addition, this bill reflects the fact 
that coal is one of our most abundant 
resources. Based on current energy 
prices, we could see up to $220 billion to 

invest in clean coal reserves from roy-
alty revenue from this bill. 

Simply put, this bill helps us cleanly 
take advantage of our immense domes-
tic resources and provides incentives 
for lower emissions without imposing a 
burdensome national energy tax on ev-
eryday consumers. Remember, energy 
policy has real costs for real people. 

f 

b 1030 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF CONFERENCE REPORT ON S. 
454, WEAPON SYSTEM ACQUISI-
TION REFORM ACT OF 2009 
Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker, 

by direction of the Committee on 
Rules, I call up House Resolution 463 
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 463 
Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-

lution it shall be in order to consider the 
conference report to accompany the bill (S. 
454) to improve the organization and proce-
dures of the Department of Defense for the 
acquisition of major weapon systems, and for 
other purposes. All points of order against 
the conference report and against its consid-
eration are waived. The conference report 
shall be considered as read. 

SEC. 2. The Chair may postpone further 
consideration of the conference report to 
such time as may be designated by the 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GUTIERREZ). The gentlewoman from 
Maine is recognized for 1 hour. 

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker, 
for the purpose of debate only, I yield 
the customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DREIER). 
All time yielded during consideration 
of the rule is for debate only. 

I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. PINGREE of Maine. I also ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous materials into the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Maine? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker, 

House Resolution 463 provides for con-
sideration of the conference report to 
accompany S. 454, the WASTE TKO Act 
of 2009. 

Mr. Speaker, today the House will 
consider the conference report to ac-
company S. 454, the Weapon System 
Acquisition Reform Act of 2009. Last 
week, the House took an important 
step toward sending this legislation to 
the President when it passed H.R. 2101, 
the WASTE TKO Act of 2009, as amend-
ed, by a vote of 428–0. I would like to 
thank my colleagues on the House 
Armed Services Committee, Chairman 
SKELTON, Ranking Member MCHUGH, 
Representative ANDREWS, and Rep-
resentative CONAWAY, for their tireless 
work on this bill. 
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The conference report before us 

today includes three key provisions 
from H.R. 2101. First, it requires the 
Secretary of Defense to designate one 
official as the principal expert on per-
formance assessment in acquisition. 

Second, the agreement mandates 
that weapons systems which are not 
meeting the standards set in statute or 
which have incurred critical Nunn- 
McCurdy breaches will receive addi-
tional reviews, along with increased 
oversight from Congress and the nec-
essary corrective measures to ensure 
that these programs succeed. 

Lastly, the agreement requires the 
Department of Defense to develop a 
system for tracking cost growth and 
schedule changes before a weapons sys-
tems moves into the systems develop-
ment phase. 

With these key provisions, the con-
ference agreement includes the 
strengths, ideas, hard work, and spirit 
of both H.R. 2101 and S. 454. It is the 
culmination of the thoughtful and 
thorough efforts of the House and Sen-
ate Armed Services Committees, and it 
is a noteworthy example of what the 
Congress can accomplish with a fo-
cused bipartisan and bicameral effort. 

However, while I am proud of my col-
leagues, I am truly excited about what 
this legislation will accomplish on be-
half of the American people. According 
to the GAO, the Department of Defense 
is the largest buying enterprise in the 
world. What this means is that the 
American taxpayer is truly invested, in 
every sense of the word, in the capa-
bility, efficiency, and accountability of 
the Department of Defense. 

In March 2009, the GAO identified 
$296 billion in cumulative cost growth 
on 96 major defense acquisition pro-
grams. Mr. Speaker, let me put this in 
perspective. We are spending more on 
cost overruns than the amount that we 
spend on salaries and health care for 
the entire American military for 2 full 
years. 

The GAO also found that these major 
weapons programs were behind sched-
ule, on average, by 22 months. 

This is shocking and unacceptable to 
the American public, especially in such 
challenging economic times. We can do 
better than this. We can do better than 
$300 billion over budget and nearly 2 
years behind schedule at a time when 
our Nation’s resources are limited, our 
men and women in uniform are in 
harm’s way, and our family budgets are 
being cut back to provide only the bare 
necessities. 

In my home State, Mainers have al-
ways lived with an ethic of hard work, 
a spirit of responsibility, and a deter-
mination to provide the best they can 
with what they have. 

This legislation was crafted in that 
very same spirit. By ensuring accurate 
assessments in the performance of a 
weapons systems and accurate assess-
ments in its cost, a taxpayer can be 
certain that they are getting the best 
bang for their buck by providing ‘‘in-
tensive care’’ for sick programs, and 

our soldiers can be assured that they 
receive the necessary capabilities and 
appropriate technology to defend our 
country and themselves. In short, this 
legislation keeps the taxpayer in mind 
and the men and women of the Armed 
Forces at heart. 

I look forward to completing the 
work on this bill. 

And I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, let me 

begin by expressing my appreciation to 
my very good friend and new colleague 
from Maine for yielding me the cus-
tomary 30 minutes, and I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

(Mr. DREIER asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, let me 
begin by apologizing for being tardy as 
I came to the floor here. I was down-
stairs meeting with the very distin-
guished Chief Justice of the California 
Supreme Court, Ronald George’s col-
league, Justice Ming Chin, and several 
other staff members about very impor-
tant foster care programs, and so I ap-
preciate the understanding of the 
House as I was making my way 
through the corridors and up here to 
the House floor. 

This is very important legislation 
that we are addressing today, Mr. 
Speaker. As was said in the testimony 
delivered by both the chairman of the 
Armed Services Committee, our friend 
from Lexington, Missouri, Mr. SKEL-
TON, and the very distinguished rank-
ing member, Mr. MCHUGH, this really is 
Congress at its best. We share a strong 
commitment to our Nation’s national 
security. I know that the President of 
the United States is delivering a speech 
at the Archives about the very great 
importance of national security and its 
relationship to the very important 
civil rights that the American people 
cherish and revere. 

I know that it is an ongoing chal-
lenge, but as we deal with the issue of 
national security and our Nation’s 
Armed Services, it is important for us 
to do everything that we can to ensure 
that we have a cost-effective national 
defense. When we are debating defense 
issues, Mr. Speaker, I regularly like to 
say the five most important words in 
the middle of the Preamble of the U.S. 
Constitution are ‘‘provide for the com-
mon defense.’’ And I point to those be-
cause when one thinks about virtually 
everything that the Federal Govern-
ment does, most all of it could be han-
dled either by family members and 
local communities, at the city level, at 
the county level, and at the State 
level. But there is one thing that can-
not be handled by families, commu-
nities, cities, counties, or States, and 
that is the national security of the 
United States of America. That is sole-
ly a Federal responsibility. And that is 
why I believe when we look at what we 
as a Congress are doing, as the Federal 
legislature is doing, it seems to me 
that our responsibility is to do every-
thing that we can to provide for the 

common defense as directed in the Pre-
amble of the Constitution. 

As we do that, we have to recognize 
that there is a great deal of attention 
focused, Mr. Speaker, on the chal-
lenging economic times that we face. 
In fact, many people today are arguing, 
and we might have a tendency to say, 
that our number one priority is dealing 
with getting our economy back on 
track. And it is clearly what we are 
spending most of our time and effort 
discussing and debating as to which 
path we take to get our economy back 
on track. But we cannot forget that as 
important as it is for us to get our 
economy back on track, it comes in 
second to our national security. Some 
argue that if we spend too much money 
on national defense what is it that we 
would lose? We lose some money. If we 
spend too little on our national secu-
rity, what is it that we lose? We lose 
this very precious experiment known 
as the United States of America. 

Today, as we look at the challenges 
that exist around the world, the fact is 
that unlike wars in the past—and I did 
a telephone town hall meeting last 
night and was discussing this with a 
number of my constituents, who point-
ed to the fact that we don’t have adver-
saries who are wearing uniforms or rep-
resent a nation. As we continue to try 
to work in a bipartisan way to pros-
ecute this war against radical extre-
mism, we have conflicts today that are 
much different than those that we as a 
Nation had faced in the past. But we 
also, as I said, are facing extraor-
dinarily difficult economic times. 

And that gets to the very point of 
this legislation. While we say we want 
a strong national defense, I always like 
to have that little caveat, ‘‘cost effec-
tive.’’ We want to make sure that we 
have a cost-effective national defense. 
I’m looking at my colleague from New 
Jersey, my new colleague from Maine, 
and I don’t know if they were here, I 
know my colleague from Maine wasn’t 
here, I don’t know if my colleague from 
New Jersey was here, but we had rag-
ing debates that took place in this in-
stitution over $600 hammers and items 
that people could clearly look at as 
being horrible examples of wasteful 
spending. And they were tangible items 
that they could see. I mean, $600 for a 
hammer, whatever it was, $800 for a 
toilet seat, those kind of things that 
came out in the news back then, they 
led to understandable outrage on the 
part of the American people, and it was 
reflected in this Congress. And so we 
tried to turn the corner, making sure 
that we had a more cost-effective na-
tional defense when it came to those 
issues. 

Again, I always say when you talk 
about smaller levels of spending, peo-
ple can relate to them more. What we 
are here dealing with today are ways in 
which we can bring about reductions in 
spending for massive large weapons 
systems. That is what this is all about, 
putting into place a structure that will 
allow that to happen. 
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That is why I am so pleased that Mr. 

MCHUGH was able to join with Mr. 
SKELTON and our colleagues in the Sen-
ate as well, Senators LEVIN and 
MCCAIN, and work very hard on this. 
They came together with a bipartisan 
recommendation. It was reported out 
of this House by a vote of 428–0. And I 
don’t recall for sure, I think it must 
have been unanimous in the Senate as 
well. I don’t know if they had a re-
corded vote over there. But I do re-
member the vote that we had here. 

So here we are today dealing with an 
area of complete agreement. I will say 
procedurally this conference report 
could have been passed without either 
of us taking the time of the Rules Com-
mittee or standing here. All I would 
have done, all my friend from Maine 
would do, as Rules Committee mem-
bers, we wouldn’t have done it, we 
would just have Mr. SKELTON and Mr. 
MCHUGH stand up, and Mr. SKELTON 
could propound a unanimous consent 
request that this conference report be 
adopted, and it would be adopted 
unanimously. 

So I will say procedurally, it is great 
to have a chance to stand here and talk 
to my colleagues, Mr. Speaker. I enjoy 
it probably more than they. But the 
fact is we don’t need to be here doing 
this because there is agreement. But it 
is, I believe, important to focus on the 
fact that we have been able to work in 
a bipartisan way to do everything pos-
sible to bring about a more cost-effec-
tive national defense. 

And when you think about cost effec-
tiveness, it means that resources will 
be able to be utilized for something 
that we all hold near and dear, and 
that is the men and women in uniform 
that are out there. I remember in de-
bate we had last week one of the 
amendments that unfortunately was 
not made in order was an amendment 
by my colleague from Illinois, Mrs. 
BIGGERT, who wanted to have an in-
crease in compensation for our men 
and women in uniform. I strongly sup-
ported her right to offer that amend-
ment, and I would have supported that 
amendment. I suspect my colleagues 
would have as well if we had had that 
amendment made in order. 

The fact that we are going to be able 
to save, and I asked Mr. SKELTON and 
Mr. MCHUGH last night what they be-
lieve we would be able to save quantifi-
ably with this, and numbers in excess 
of hundreds of billions of dollars were 
the kinds of numbers thrown out. And 
so I hope very much that we are able to 
do that and that those resources will 
be able to be used for a much greater 
purpose, and that is for our men and 
women in uniform who need the kind of 
continued support that we can give in 
this institution. 

So Mr. Speaker, I am strongly sup-
portive of this legislation. I congratu-
late my Democratic and Republican 
colleagues for working together on 
this, and by virtue of that, I will be 
supportive of the standard conference 
report rule that we have here which 

will allow for 1 hour of debate for the 
managers of the legislation, and then 
we will be able to proceed with some-
thing that is, I suspect, more con-
troversial as we come back after the 
break. 

b 1045 
I reserve the balance of my time. 
Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker, 

I first want to say to my good friend 
and colleague from California, I, too, 
agree that it is nice to be on the floor 
talking about a wonderful bipartisan 
effort and having such agreement on an 
issue that is very important to the peo-
ple of this country. 

Mr. Speaker, at this moment, I’d like 
to yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. ANDREWS), a 
member of the Armed Services Com-
mittee who did considerable work on 
the issue we’re talking about today and 
made it possible for us to bring it to 
the floor. 

(Mr. ANDREWS asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlelady for yielding. I thank my 
friend from California and all the mem-
bers of the Rules Committee for their 
cooperation in bringing this conference 
report to the floor. 

We will later speak about the merits 
substantively on this legislation, but I 
do think my friend from California’s 
remarks merit a comment because I 
think this is a victory for the institu-
tion as well. This is an institutional 
process that benefits us as an institu-
tion. 

There was a panel created by Chair-
man SKELTON and Mr. MCHUGH that 
Mr. CONAWAY and I were fortunate 
enough to lead that helped generate 
this legislation. We had open hearings. 
It was followed by two full committee 
hearings that touched on the subject, 
followed by an open, full committee 
markup in the Armed Services Com-
mittee, followed by an opportunity on 
the floor under the suspension rules be-
cause it was not controversial for us to 
go forward, followed by very diligent 
work in the conference committee, for 
which we’d like to thank from the 
other body Chairman LEVIN and Sen-
ator MCCAIN and their colleagues, fol-
lowed by this floor debate. 

The media dwell on our situations 
where we disagree with each other, and 
disagreement is healthy in democracy. 
It’s very important for us to highlight 
times when we agree with each other, 
when the process works as it should. 
This is one of those times, and I would 
like to thank and congratulate all 
Members of both bodies, particularly 
the Rules Committee, for facilitating 
this success here today. 

Thank you. 
Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I don’t 

have any other requests for time. As I 
said, there’s no controversy on this 
rule. It’s something that could have 
been done. So I’ll reserve the balance of 
my time and see if my colleague has 
any speakers. 

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. I will reserve 
my time until the gentleman has 
closed. I have no other speakers. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, as I have 
said, I believe that this is the institu-
tion at its best. My friend from New 
Jersey has pointed out the work that 
he and Mr. CONAWAY did. I congratulate 
them for their tireless efforts in deal-
ing with this, and I hope that we are 
able to save hundreds and hundreds and 
hundreds of billions of dollars that can 
go for a much better purpose than the 
kind of waste that obviously has come 
forward in the past; but at the same 
time, it is of the utmost importance 
that we make sure that in so doing 
that we don’t in any way take a retro-
grade step on the national security ca-
pabilities of the United States of Amer-
ica. 

And I believe passionately that as we 
look at these challenges that exist 
around the world, it is a very, very 
dangerous place, this planet, and we 
are the world’s only complete super-
power: militarily, economically, and 
geopolitically. And we are going 
through trying times here in the 
United States and around the world 
economically, and I know that the 
weakened economy could enhance the 
likelihood of greater military chal-
lenges ahead. 

And so as the work proceeds of these 
two entities that are being put into 
place at the Pentagon, I know that 
they will not in any way take steps 
that diminish our capability to defend 
the United States of America or our in-
terests around the world. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker, 
as my good friend from California has 
mentioned, we have some essential re-
sponsibilities as Members of Congress. 
Our constituents have charged us with 
several responsibilities. It would be im-
possible to list them all today, but I 
think it is essential to highlight three 
of those charges. 

Our constituents have charged Con-
gress with keeping our country safe 
and secure, from both the threats of 
today and the threats of tomorrow. Our 
constituents have asked to stand up for 
and defend our men and women in uni-
form, just as our men and women in 
uniform have defended us. And our con-
stituents have asked us to spend their 
tax dollars in a way that is prudent, 
productive, and responsible. 

Today, we take a step forward in liv-
ing up to these responsibilities as the 
House considers the conference report 
for S. 454, the Weapon System Acquisi-
tion Reform Act of 2009. I urge a ‘‘yes’’ 
vote on the previous question and on 
the rule. 

I yield back the balance of my time, 
and I move the previous question on 
the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 

OF H.R. 915, FAA REAUTHORIZA-
TION ACT OF 2009 
Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, by direc-

tion of the Committee on Rules, I call 
up House Resolution 464 and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 464 
Resolved, That at any time after the adop-

tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 915) to amend 
title 49, United States Code, to authorize ap-
propriations for the Federal Aviation Admin-
istration for fiscal years 2009 through 2012, to 
improve aviation safety and capacity, to pro-
vide stable funding for the national aviation 
system, and for other purposes. The first 
reading of the bill shall be dispensed with. 
All points of order against consideration of 
the bill are waived except those arising 
under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. General de-
bate shall be confined to the bill and the 
amendment considered as adopted by this 
resolution and shall not exceed one hour 
equally divided and controlled by the chair 
and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. After general debate the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the five- 
minute rule. In lieu of the amendment in the 
nature of a substitute recommended by the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure now printed in the bill, the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute printed in 
part A of the report of the Committee on 
Rules accompanying this resolution, modi-
fied by the amendment printed in part B of 
such report, shall be considered as adopted in 
the House and in the Committee of the 
Whole. The bill, as amended, shall be consid-
ered as the original bill for the purpose of 
further amendment under the five-minute 
rule and shall be considered as read. All 
points of order against provisions in the bill, 
as amended, are waived. Notwithstanding 
clause 11 of rule XVIII, no further amend-
ment to the bill, as amended, shall be in 
order except those printed in part C of the 
report of the Committee on Rules. Each such 
amendment may be offered only in the order 
printed in the report, may be offered only by 
a Member designated in the report, shall be 
considered as read, shall be debatable for the 
time specified in the report equally divided 
and controlled by the proponent and an op-
ponent, shall not be subject to amendment, 
and shall not be subject to a demand for divi-
sion of the question in the House or in the 
Committee of the Whole. All points of order 
against such amendments are waived except 
those arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. 
At the conclusion of consideration of the bill 
for amendment the Committee shall rise and 
report the bill, as amended, to the House 
with such further amendments as may have 
been adopted. The previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions. 

SEC. 2. The chair of the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure is author-
ized, on behalf of the committee, to file a 
supplemental report to accompany H.R. 915. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New York is recognized 
for 1 hour. 

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, for pur-
poses of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 

from Florida (Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ- 
BALART). All time yielded during con-
sideration of the rule is for debate 
only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. ARCURI. I ask unanimous con-

sent that all Members be given 5 legis-
lative days within which to revise and 
extend their remarks and insert extra-
neous materials into the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, H. Res. 464 provides for 

a structured rule for consideration of 
H.R. 915, the FAA Reauthorization Act 
of 2009. 

I would like to acknowledge Chair-
man OBERSTAR and Ranking Member 
MICA of the full Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure and 
Chairman COSTELLO and Ranking Mem-
ber PETRI of the Aviation Sub-
committee and thank them for their 
bipartisan work on H.R. 915. As a mem-
ber of the full committee, I take great 
pride in being a part of the cooperative 
atmosphere, and I believe that it yields 
positive results, both for Congress and 
the American people. 

Mr. Speaker, we are here today to 
consider H.R. 915, the FAA Reauthor-
ization Act of 2009. In many ways, it is 
unfortunate that we must consider this 
bill because the reauthorization of the 
FAA and its programs expired over 3 
years ago. The House passed a reau-
thorization bill in September of 2007 
that was very similar to the measure 
we will consider today. Unfortunately, 
the Senate was unable to move the 
FAA reauthorization last Congress, 
and so we are forced to take the lead 
once more, affording the Senate even 
more time to act than we did in the 
previous Congress. 

The American public cannot afford to 
wait any longer for this legislation. 
The bill makes essential increases in 
aviation funding and safety improve-
ments that are long overdue. In the 
past few months, we have seen, in New 
York State alone, my home, two crash-
es involving regional jets, and the in-
vestigations into those crashes have re-
vealed that greater safety oversight is 
needed. 

H.R. 915 includes a number of provi-
sions that will make air travel safer for 
the American public, such as a require-
ment that the FAA increase the num-
ber of aviation safety inspectors and 
increase funding for programs that re-
duce runway incursions. The bill re-
quires the FAA to inspect foreign re-
pair stations at least twice a year and 
perform drug and alcohol testing on 
those individuals working on U.S. air-
craft, to ensure that aircraft mainte-
nance is performed in a safe and re-
sponsible manner. The bill also directs 
the FAA to begin an administrative 
rulemaking process to revise existing 
aircraft rescue and fire fighting stand-
ards that have not been updated in 21 
years. 

Many of those safety improvements 
come with increased costs. I have per-
sonally heard from a number of smaller 
airports in my district that are con-
cerned that the cost of complying with 
the new fire fighting standards will 
pose a severe economic hardship on 
them, possibly causing a reduction in 
air service. I would like to thank 
Chairman OBERSTAR and Chairman 
COSTELLO for addressing my concerns 
on this matter during yesterday’s 
Rules Committee hearing. 

The provisions related to the aircraft 
rescue and fire fighting rulemaking 
specifically require that the Secretary 
of Transportation conduct an assess-
ment of potential impacts associated 
with the revisions; that is to say, that 
they will review the rulemaking and 
make a determination on how smaller 
airports, if there is a question with 
their ability to comply, how they can 
comply and continue the service to the 
region that they represent. In addition, 
the rulemaking process will involve a 
public comment period for impacted 
airports to weigh in on the proposed 
changes. 

The bill also includes increased fund-
ing that will help airports comply with 
these new safety measures. The bill in-
cludes $16.2 billion over the life of the 
bill for the Airport Improvement Pro-
gram, also known as AIP. Airports can 
use AIP funding to make safety im-
provements or purchase emergency 
equipment. 

In addition, the bill includes an in-
crease on the maximum passenger fa-
cility charge that airports can assess 
on travelers. Airports can use PFC rev-
enue to preserve or enhance the safety, 
security, or capacity of the national 
air transportation system; to reduce or 
mitigate noise impacts resulting from 
an airport; or to provide opportunities 
for enhanced competition among or be-
tween carriers. In order to take advan-
tage of this increase, major airports 
will have to forego a portion of their 
AIP funds which will be designated for 
projects at smaller airports. 

The FAA Reauthorization Act also 
includes $70 billion for the FAA’s cap-
ital programs between fiscal year 2009 
and fiscal year 2012 so the FAA can 
make needed repairs and replace some 
existing facilities and equipment. This 
will improve airline capacity and effi-
ciency and, at the same time, improve 
safety, reduce environmental impacts, 
and increase user access. 

Mr. Speaker, this legislation is long 
overdue. The President has urged us to 
pass it. And it is especially timely that 
we approve a reauthorization of the 
FAA now, before the summer flight 
congestion and weather-related delays 
create even more havoc for the trav-
eling public. 

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ 
on the rule and to support the under-
lying legislation. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 

Florida. I’d like to thank my friend the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. 
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ARCURI) for the time, and I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, south Florida has a rich 
and proud flying history. Aviation’s 
entry into south Florida came in 1911 
when the Wright brothers delivered a 
biplane for Miami’s 15th anniversary 
celebration. 
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After World War I, the city rapidly 
developed as an aviation center. By 
1928, Pan American Airways had moved 
its headquarters to Miami, followed 
soon by Eastern Airlines and National 
Airlines. 

In 1937, Amelia Earhart took off from 
Miami Airport in Hialeah on her final 
fateful around-the-world flight. 

During World War II, Miami trans-
formed into a training base and depar-
ture point for the theaters of war. Fol-
lowing the victory, commercial avia-
tion experienced an explosion in 
growth and development, and Miami 
International Airport rose to promi-
nence. Today, that airport continues to 
be one of the busiest in the Nation and 
a major gateway to the Americas. 

In 2008, almost 34 million passenger 
passed through Miami International 
Airport. Almost half of them were 
international passengers. 

MIA is not only a hub for inter-
national travel, it also plays an inte-
gral role in global trade. The airport is 
among the Nation’s top air cargo han-
dlers, with almost 2 million tons han-
dled last year, and a record 2.1 million 
tons processed in 2006. Also, MIA han-
dled nearly 80 percent of all air cargo 
imports and exports between the 
United States and Latin America. 

Because it is both an international 
hub for passengers and cargo, the air-
port provides the south Florida com-
munity with an economic contribution 
of over $26 billion annually, generating 
almost 300,000 jobs, almost $700 million 
in Federal aviation tax revenue, and al-
most $1 billion dollars in State, county 
and municipal tax revenue. 

However, if MIA is going to continue 
to play such an important role as a 
trade gateway, it obviously must con-
tinue to grow. The airport is currently 
in the midst of a $6.2 billion capital im-
provement program that has made 
progress. It’s had some problems, but 
it’s made progress, despite costly 
delays and large cost increases. 

This capital program, when com-
pleted in 2011, will expand the terminal 
and concourses by over 3.9 million 
square feet, for a total of 7.4 million 
square feet, with added cargo facilities 
increasing from 2.7 million square feet 
of space and 17 buildings to nearly 3.5 
million square feet and 20 cargo proc-
essing buildings. 

If U.S. air travel is to continue its 
fundamental role in our economy, we 
have to make certain that we have the 
safest, most modern and efficient 
transportation system in the world. By 
reauthorizing the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration funding and safety over-
sight programs, the underlying legisla-

tion that is being brought to the floor 
takes an important step toward that 
goal. 

H.R. 915 helps airports meet the chal-
lenges of congestion and delays by, 
among other things, authorizing over 
$16 billion for the Airport Improvement 
Program. That program provides 
grants to airports to help them with 
capacity and infrastructure problems. 

The bill also provides over $13 billion 
for facilities and equipment programs 
to expedite the deployment of the Next 
Generation Air Transportation Sys-
tem, and to assist airports in repairing, 
replacing and upgrading existing equip-
ment and facilities. 

Currently, there is a contract dispute 
between the air traffic controllers and 
the Federal Aviation Administration. 
Now, I admire air traffic controllers. 
They are highly trained, hardworking 
professionals. I’m honored to know 
those who are in south Florida, the air 
traffic controllers, and I’m very proud 
of them. I’m very proud of them for 
their extraordinary work and their 
dedication. Under great pressure, with 
no room for error, they manage our 
skies and keep the traveling public 
safe. I’m pleased that the distinguished 
chairman has acknowledged the dis-
pute and taken steps to resolve the 
issue. 

Although I support the underlying 
legislation, Mr. Speaker, very impor-
tant underlying legislation, I must op-
pose the rule that is bringing it to the 
floor because it blocks, that rule 
blocks a complete and fair debate un-
necessarily, once again and unfortu-
nately, once again. 

The rule brought forth by the major-
ity today forbids the House from con-
sidering amendments from Members on 
both sides of the aisle. Yes, it allows 
four out of six Republican amendments 
that were introduced in the Rules Com-
mittee, but it blocks, it prohibits, a 
total of 21 amendments. Some of those 
amendments are bipartisan amend-
ments, and most are amendments from 
the majority party. I may not have 
voted for all those amendments that 
were blocked by the majority on the 
Rules Committee, but I certainly be-
lieve that this House should have had 
the opportunity to debate them, to 
consider them, and to vote on all the 
amendments. 

I don’t know why, Mr. Speaker. I’m 
not sure why the majority, each time a 
bill comes up for consideration under a 
rule, it consistently, the majority con-
sistently blocks amendments from de-
bate. Why? Why is the majority block-
ing amendments? Is it that they’re 
afraid of debate? Are they afraid of los-
ing the vote on some amendments? Are 
they protecting their Members from 
what they consider to be tough, dif-
ficult votes? Are they afraid of the 
democratic process? Or is it all of the 
above? 

I reserve. 
Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, I thank 

my friend from Florida for his com-
ments, and my colleague from the 

Rules Committee, and thank you for 
the history of the Miami Airport. I was 
not familiar with the importance that 
it played in the history of the aviation 
of our country, but I thank you for 
that. 

I just want to point out that, with re-
spect to your comment about amend-
ments, that there were, in all, eight 
Republican amendments submitted to 
the committee, of which five were 
made in order. Yet the Democrats sub-
mitted 22 amendments, and only seven 
of those were made in order. So I would 
say that the percentage was more than 
fair on both sides of the aisle. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from Flor-
ida, my colleague from the Rules Com-
mittee, Mr. HASTINGS. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I thank 
my colleague from the Rules Com-
mittee for yielding me the time. And I 
also would like to refer to my friend, 
and he is my good friend from Florida, 
who asks the question, why would the 
majority, quoting him, ‘‘block legisla-
tion.’’ 

My friend, when he was in the major-
ity, knows that I served on the com-
mittee with him for a number of years, 
and I suffered the frustration of being 
in the minority, and perhaps that is 
what you suffer. 

But beyond that, I have the distinct 
recollection of even being on the Rules 
Committee and not even having my 
amendments made in order; so it is not 
only the general body, even the mem-
bers of the Rules Committee, it is the 
function and the way that the House 
works, and that is that the majority 
rules. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 915, the FAA au-
thorization action of 2009, has been de-
layed for almost 3 years. This, in my 
opinion, is far too long for such a crit-
ical issue. Essential increases in avia-
tion funding and safety improvement 
have been allowed to languish. 

Under the Bush Administration there 
was another attempt made to approve 
this legislation, but it was delayed yet 
again by the Senate. 

I believe the time has come for ac-
tion. For years I have fought, along 
with colleagues, for a new tower at 
Palm Beach International Airport. And 
yet, with all their infinite wisdom, the 
Federal Aviation Administration ap-
proved plans for a new tower that is 
under construction that is in abate-
ment at this moment, but intends to 
strip the state-of-the-art TRACON 
radar out of Palm Beach International 
and move it to Miami. 

By placing all of south Florida’s 
major radar functions under one roof in 
Miami, the FAA is creating an ex-
tremely dangerous scenario, especially 
in light of the fact that Florida is vul-
nerable to hurricanes and has been des-
ignated as a high-risk urban area. 

If a hurricane were to barrel through 
Miami-Dade County and damage MIA’s 
control tower and subsequent radar 
system, as Hurricane Andrew did, then 
it’s highly possible, indeed likely, that 
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emergency efforts in Palm Beach and 
south Florida could be dramatically 
hindered. 

The FAA’s contingency plan would 
require that controllers in Jackson-
ville, an airport more than 350 miles 
away, direct approaching aircraft, not 
only in their assigned region, but 
throughout all of south Florida and 
virtually the entire State, without ad-
ditional staff and technology. 

For my constituents, H.R. 915 con-
tains a provision that I consider very 
important, and worked hard to make 
sure that it was included. I thank 
Chairman OBERSTAR and Sub-
committee Chair COSTELLO and espe-
cially their staffs for the extraordinary 
work that they have done on this over-
all bill, and I’m deeply appreciative 
that they included this language, and I 
hope the FAA gets it. 

The administrator of the Federal 
Aviation Administration shall take 
such actions as may be necessary to 
ensure that any air traffic control 
tower or facility placed into operation 
at Palm Beach International Airport 
after September 30, 2009, to replace an 
air traffic control tower or facility 
placed into operation before September 
30, 2009, includes an operating Terminal 
Radar Approach Control. It creates a 
process to ensure that these realign-
ment efforts are properly reviewed and 
evaluated, and that stakeholders are 
involved throughout the entire process. 
This will help ensure that realignment 
decisions are not arbitrary nor are 
they made with only financial consid-
erations taken into account. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CLAY). The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. ARCURI. I yield the gentleman 
an additional 2 minutes. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Through-
out my career, rarely have I seen a 
Federal agency as dysfunctional, unor-
ganized, or downright incompetent, 
certainly totally irresponsible as it 
pertains to this issue, and unresponsive 
to my and the efforts of others to see 
to it that this matter is concluded in a 
positive manner. 
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The way that they functioned under 
the Bush administration certainly is 
not to be admired. For years, I’ve been 
fighting the FAA to stop the consolida-
tion and the realignment of south Flor-
ida air traffic control facilities, and 
the same holds for other areas of the 
country where appropriate studies are 
needed before such decisions are taken. 

As my constituents know, I take this 
very personally. Simply put, the lives 
of millions of people all across this 
country are in the hands of air traffic 
controllers every single day. I’m sorry, 
but we can’t play politics with one’s 
personal safety. 

My good friend from Florida ref-
erenced the air traffic controllers. On 
Monday, I received, as before did Mr. 
OBERSTAR and Mr. COSTELLO, the Sen-
tinel of Safety Award. I thank my 

friends that are National Air Traffic 
Controllers Association members, par-
ticularly those who have worked with 
me on this project—Mitch and Shane 
and others in the area—and my former 
staff person, David Goldenberg. I would 
like to shout out to him and thank him 
and Alex Johnson on my staff for the 
extraordinary work that they have 
done. 

I urge the adoption of this rule and 
the passage of this underlying legisla-
tion. 

I would ask my friend from Florida, 
since he, like me, is a fan of the Na-
tional Air Traffic Controllers Associa-
tion, if he supports their quality of life 
issues and their increase in appropriate 
pay. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate my 
dear friend and colleague and the fact 
that he shares also my admiration for 
the air traffic controllers and my sup-
port for the measures to increase their 
quality of life and to recognize the ex-
traordinary work that they do each 
day and the importance of the extraor-
dinary work that they do each day. 

With regard to the fact that when he 
was in the minority he experienced 
some of his amendments being denied, 
I’ve also had that experience. Obvi-
ously, it’s a lot more challenging to be 
in the minority than it is to be in the 
majority. Of course, I’m always hopeful 
because, in the next bill that’s going to 
be considered by the Rules Committee, 
I’m going to introduce another amend-
ment. So there’s hope. There’s hope. I 
never lose hope that there will be addi-
tional fairness in the next rule. 

I say to my good friend Mr. ARCURI— 
and he is my friend, as Mr. HASTINGS 
is—that, yes, I recognize, on this par-
ticular rule a significant number of Re-
publican amendments were made in 
order. What I fail to understand is the 
logic in opening up the process on leg-
islation, especially on legislation that 
obviously enjoys almost consensus sup-
port. I recognize the obligations of the 
majority to frame debate here and to 
organize the floor. I recognize that. I 
had the privilege for many years of 
being on the Rules Committee in the 
majority. We’ve had closed rule after 
closed rule after closed rule, not in this 
case, as this is a structured rule where 
there have been more amendments au-
thorized, but the amount of very strict-
ly organized rules and especially the 
amount of closed rules has been really 
extraordinary and, I think, unneces-
sary. That’s the point that I’ve been 
making. 

I would inquire of Mr. ARCURI if he 
has any additional speakers. 

Mr. ARCURI. No, we have no further 
speakers, and I would be ready to close. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. We thought we did, but we 
don’t. So at this point we will be urg-
ing a ‘‘no’’ vote on the previous ques-
tion and a ‘‘no’’ vote on the adoption of 
the rule. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, the underlying 
legislation is important, and it’s going 

to enjoy great bipartisan support, but 
we think that the process of debate 
should have been fully open, so that’s 
why we’ll be asking for a ‘‘no’’ vote on 
the previous question as well as on the 
rule. 

At this point, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. ARCURI. I thank the gentleman 
from Florida, my good friend and col-
league from the Rules Committee, for 
his very capable handling of this rule. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I would like 
to say that the need to pass this legis-
lation could not be clearer. We’re about 
to enter the summer travel season, and 
as we saw last summer, the typical in-
crease in passenger travel, coupled 
with summer thunderstorms, can 
wreak havoc on our air traffic system 
and on passengers’ travel plans. 

H.R. 915 will address the congestion 
and capacity issues by providing fund-
ing to accelerate the implementation 
of the Next Generation Air Transpor-
tation System, commonly known as 
NextGen, which will replace outdated 
technology with emerging technologies 
and automated flight capabilities. 

The FAA Reauthorization Act also 
contains important consumer protec-
tion measures that will provide relief 
to passengers who find themselves 
helplessly caught in the air traffic sys-
tem. The bill requires airlines and air-
ports to have emergency contingency 
plans approved by the U.S. Department 
of Transportation detailing how air-
lines and airports will deplane pas-
sengers following excessive delays. 

The Department of Transportation 
will have the authority to assess civil 
penalties against an airline or an air-
port that fails to adhere to an approved 
contingency plan. Airlines will also be 
required to include on their Web sites 
and on electronic boarding passes the 
U.S. DOT Consumer Complaint Hotline 
number and the contact information 
for both the U.S. DOT’s Consumer Pro-
tection Division and airline. The bill 
also requires the U.S. DOT Inspector 
General to review airlines’ flight 
delays, cancellations, and their associ-
ated causes and report back to Con-
gress. 

These are important protections that 
the American public desperately de-
serves against the often indifferent 
giant airlines. Let’s work together 
today to see that they are implemented 
in a timely manner. I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote 
on the previous question and on the 
rule. 

I yield back the balance of my time, 
and I move the previous question on 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR AN ADJOURN-
MENT OR RECESS OF THE TWO 
HOUSES 

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, I send to 
the desk a privileged concurrent reso-
lution and ask for its immediate con-
sideration. 

The Clerk read the concurrent reso-
lution, as follows: 

H. CON. RES. 133 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), That when the House ad-
journs on any legislative day from Thursday, 
May 21, 2009, through Sunday, May 24, 2009, 
on a motion offered pursuant to this concur-
rent resolution by its Majority Leader or his 
designee, it stand adjourned until 2 p.m. on 
Tuesday, June 2, 2009, or until the time of 
any reassembly pursuant to section 2 of this 
concurrent resolution, whichever occurs 
first; and that when the Senate recesses or 
adjourns on any day from Thursday, May 21, 
2009, through Sunday, May 24, 2009, on a mo-
tion offered pursuant to this concurrent res-
olution by its Majority Leader or his des-
ignee, it stand recessed or adjourned until 
noon on Monday, June 1, 2009, or such other 
time on that day as may be specified in the 
motion to recess or adjourn, or until the 
time of any reassembly pursuant to section 2 
of this concurrent resolution, whichever oc-
curs first. 

SEC. 2. The Speaker of the House and the 
Majority Leader of the Senate, or their re-
spective designees, acting jointly after con-
sultation with the Minority Leader of the 
House and the Minority Leader of the Sen-
ate, shall notify the Members of the House 
and the Senate, respectively, to reassemble 
at such place and time as they may des-
ignate if, in their opinion, the public interest 
shall warrant it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the concurrent resolu-
tion. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, this 15- 
minute vote on adoption of House Con-
current Resolution 133 will be followed 
by 5-minute votes on ordering the pre-
vious question on House Resolution 
464; and adoption of House Resolution 
464, if ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 237, nays 
184, not voting 12, as follows: 

[Roll No. 282] 

YEAS—237 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 

Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 

Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Clarke 

Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 

Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 

Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—184 

Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Bachus 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 

Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Carney 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Childers 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Duncan 

Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey (GA) 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 

Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Maffei 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 

McMorris 
Rodgers 

Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Perriello 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 

Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—12 

Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Bean 
Engel 
Flake 

Gohmert 
Hinojosa 
Kaptur 
Markey (CO) 

Sánchez, Linda 
T. 

Speier 
Stark 
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Messrs. SMITH of New Jersey, CAR-
NEY, BARTLETT, KUCINICH, 
RADANOVICH, ADLER of New Jersey, 
and Mrs. DAHLKEMPER changed their 
vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mrs. LUMMIS changed her vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to yea.’’ 

So the concurrent resolution was 
agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 
Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 

282, had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘yea.’’ 

f 

RAISING A QUESTION OF THE 
PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Pursuant to 
clause 2(a)1 of rule IX, I hereby notify 
the House of my intention to offer a 
resolution as a question of privilege of 
the House. 

The form of the resolution is at the 
desk and is as follows: 

H. RES. — 
Whereas the Honorable Nancy Pelosi, a 

Representative from California, served from 
1997 to 2002 as Ranking Democratic Member 
of the House Permanent Select Committee 
on Intelligence; 

Whereas Representative Pelosi currently 
serves as Speaker of the House, a position of 
considerable power and influence within the 
Congress; 

Whereas title 3 of the United States Code 
designates the Speaker of the House as third 
in line of succession to the Presidency; 

Whereas Speaker Pelosi has publicly chal-
lenged the truthfulness of what she and 
other congressional leaders were told by Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency officials about the 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H5905 May 21, 2009 
agency’s use of enhanced interrogation tech-
niques on suspected terrorists; 

Whereas in an MSNBC interview on Feb-
ruary 25, 2009, Speaker Pelosi stated, ‘‘I can 
say flat-out, they never told us that these 
enhanced interrogation techniques were 
being used’’; 

Whereas, Speaker Pelosi’s public state-
ments allege a sustained pattern of decep-
tion by government intelligence officers 
charged by law with informing Congress 
about the agency’s activities; 

Whereas when asked at a press conference 
on May 15, 2009 widely reported by the news 
media, ‘‘Madame Speaker, just to be clear, 
you’re accusing the CIA of lying to you in 
September?’’ Speaker Pelosi stated, ‘‘Yes’’; 

Whereas during the same press conference 
the Speaker subsequently stated, ‘‘So yes, 
I’m saying they are misleading, the CIA was 
misleading the Congress’’ and further, ‘‘they 
mislead us all the time’’ and ‘‘they misrepre-
sented every step of the way’’; 

Whereas in a memorandum to CIA employ-
ees released publicly on May 15, 2009, Leon 
Panetta, the CIA Director, stated, ‘‘It is not 
our policy or practice to mislead Congress. 
That is against our laws and our values. As 
the Agency indicated previously in response 
to Congressional inquiries, our contempora-
neous records from September 2002 indicate 
that CIA officers briefed truthfully on the in-
terrogation of Abu Zubaydah, describing the 
enhanced interrogation techniques that had 
been employed’’; 

Whereas national and international media 
reports on this controversy have damaged 
the reputation of the House by raising ques-
tions about whether the effectiveness of con-
gressional oversight may have been under-
mined through false or misleading state-
ments by intelligence officials; 

Whereas in order to safeguard the reputa-
tion of the House it is imperative to rec-
oncile as soon as possible the aforemen-
tioned contradictory statements by Speaker 
Pelosi and CIA Director Panetta: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved, That— 
(1) a Select Subcommittee of the Perma-

nent Select Committee on Intelligence shall 
be established to review and verify the accu-
racy of the Speaker’s aforementioned public 
statements; 

(2) the Select Subcommittee shall be com-
prised of four members of the full com-
mittee, two appointed by the chairman of 
the committee and two by its ranking mi-
nority member; 

(3) The subcommittee shall have the same 
powers to obtain testimony and documents 
pursuant to subpoena authorized under 
clause 2(m) of Rule XI of the Rules of the 
House; and, 

(4) the Select Subcommittee report its 
findings and recommendations to the House 
not later than sixty calendar days after 
adoption of this resolution: 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise to a question of the privileges of 
the House and offer the resolution pre-
viously noticed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H. RES. — 

Whereas the Honorable Nancy Pelosi, a 
Representative from California, served from 
1997 to 2002 as Ranking Democratic Member 
of the House Permanent Select Committee 
on Intelligence; 

Whereas Representative Pelosi currently 
serves as Speaker of the House, a position of 
considerable power and influence within the 
Congress; 

Whereas title 3 of the United States Code 
designates the Speaker of the House as third 
in line of succession to the Presidency; 

Whereas Speaker Pelosi has publicly chal-
lenged the truthfulness of what she and 
other congressional leaders were told by Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency officials about the 
agency’s use of enhanced interrogation tech-
niques on suspected terrorists; 

Whereas in an MSNBC interview on Feb-
ruary 25, 2009, Speaker Pelosi stated, ‘‘I can 
say flat-out, they never told us that these 
enhanced interrogation techniques were 
being used’’; 

Whereas Speaker Pelosi’s public state-
ments allege a sustained pattern of decep-
tion by government intelligence officers 
charged by law with informing Congress 
about the agency’s activities; 

Whereas when asked at a press conference 
on May 15, 2009 widely reported by the news 
media, ‘‘Madam Speaker, just to be clear, 
you’re accusing the CIA of lying to you in 
September?’’ Speaker Pelosi stated, ‘‘Yes’’; 

Whereas during the same press conference 
the Speaker subsequently stated, ‘‘So yes, 
I’m saying they are misleading, the CIA was 
misleading the Congress’’ and further, ‘‘they 
mislead us all the time’’ and ‘‘they misrepre-
sented every step of the way’’; 

Whereas in a memorandum to CIA employ-
ees released publicly on May 15, 2009, Leon 
Panetta, the CIA Director, stated, ‘‘It is not 
our policy or practice to mislead Congress. 
That is against our laws and our values. As 
the Agency indicated previously in response 
to Congressional inquiries, our contempora-
neous records from September 2002 indicate 
that CIA officers briefed truthfully on the in-
terrogation of Abu Zubaydah, describing the 
enhanced interrogation techniques that had 
been employed’’; 

Whereas national and international media 
reports on this controversy have damaged 
the reputation of the House by raising ques-
tions about whether the effectiveness of con-
gressional oversight may have been under-
mined through false or misleading state-
ments by intelligence officials; 

Whereas in order to safeguard the reputa-
tion of the House it is imperative to rec-
oncile as soon as possible the aforemen-
tioned contradictory statements by Speaker 
Pelosi and CIA Director Panetta: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved, That— 
(1) a Select Subcommittee of the Perma-

nent Select Committee on Intelligence shall 
be established to review and verify the accu-
racy of the Speaker’s aforementioned public 
statements; 

(2) the Select Subcommittee shall be com-
prised of four members of the full com-
mittee, two appointed by the chairman of 
the committee and two by its ranking mi-
nority member; 

(3) the subcommittee shall have the same 
powers to obtain testimony and documents 
pursuant to subpoena authorized under 
clause 2(m) of Rule XI of the Rules of the 
House; and, 

(4) the Select Subcommittee report its 
findings and recommendations to the House 
not later than sixty calendar days after 
adoption of this resolution. 

b 1200 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair is prepared to rule on the privi-
lege or not of the resolution. 

Would the gentleman from Utah like 
to offer any argument on that ques-
tion? 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I appreciate 
that opportunity, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Utah. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. It is simply an 
issue that if, indeed, there has been a 

pattern of misconceptions, misinforma-
tion that has been given to the House 
of Representatives by an agency of gov-
ernment, that is an untenable and im-
proper situation to have; and it is im-
perative that we try to find the truth 
of that matter, to make sure that if it 
has happened, it never happens again. 

It seems obvious that a bipartisan 
committee, two Republicans and two 
Democrats, who are there to ascertain 
the veracity of those particular claims, 
that we have been systematically de-
nied the truth or systematically been 
told inaccuracies, should be identified. 
That’s the point of this particular reso-
lution. It has nothing else to do except 
to establish a process whereby the ve-
racity of this particular issue can be 
identified, and the House can know if, 
indeed, agencies have specifically had a 
pattern of misleading this House in in-
formation that is required. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair is prepared to rule. 

The resolution proposes to direct a 
select subcommittee of the Permanent 
Select Committee on Intelligence ‘‘to 
review and verify the accuracy of’’ cer-
tain public statements of the Speaker 
concerning communications to the 
Congress from an element of the execu-
tive branch. 

Such a review necessarily would in-
clude an evaluation not only of the 
statements of the Speaker but also of 
the executive communications to 
which those statements related. Thus, 
the review necessarily would involve 
an evaluation of the oversight regime 
that formed the context for those com-
munications as well. 

On these premises the Chair finds 
that the resolution is not confined to 
questions of the privileges of the 
House. The Chair therefore holds that 
the resolution is not privileged under 
rule IX but, rather, may be submitted 
through the hopper. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
appeal the ruling of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House? 

MOTION TO TABLE 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the appeal be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to table. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX, 
this 15-minute vote on the motion to 
table will be followed by 5-minute 
votes on ordering the previous question 
on H. Res. 464 and the adoption of H. 
Res. 464, if ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 252, nays 
172, not voting 9, as follows: 
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[Roll No. 283] 

YEAS—252 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 

Griffith 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 

Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—172 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Austria 
Bachus 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 

Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 

Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 

Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 

Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 

Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—9 

Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Flake 
Kaptur 

Markey (CO) 
Murphy, Tim 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 

Speier 
Stark 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing on this vote. 

b 1223 

So the motion to table was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 915, FAA REAUTHORIZA-
TION ACT OF 2009 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SALAZAR). The unfinished business is 
the vote on ordering the previous ques-
tion on House Resolution 464, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 246, nays 
175, not voting 12, as follows: 

[Roll No. 284] 

YEAS—246 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 

Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 

Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—175 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Austria 
Bachus 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 

Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 

Brown-Waite, 
Ginny 

Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
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Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hill 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 

Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 

Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—12 

Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Doyle 
Flake 
Kaptur 

Markey (CO) 
Murphy, Tim 
Rooney 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 

Scalise 
Speier 
Stark 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SALAZAR) (during the vote). There are 2 
minutes remaining in this vote. 

b 1234 

So the previous question was ordered. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated against: 
Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 

284 I regret that I was unavoidably detained 
and missed rollcall vote 284 on ordering the 
Previous Question on the Rule to provide con-
sideration for H.R. 915—FAA Reauthorization 
Act of 2009. Had I been present, I would have 
voted ‘‘nay.’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 

5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 234, nays 
178, not voting 21, as follows: 

[Roll No. 285] 

YEAS—234 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 

Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (MA) 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 

Nadler (NY) 
Neal (MA) 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Snyder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stupak 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—178 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Austria 
Bachus 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 

Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 

Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Carter 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Childers 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 

Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hill 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kline (MN) 

Lamborn 
Lance 
Latham 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 

Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Sullivan 
Tanner 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—21 

Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Cassidy 
Cleaver 
Davis (IL) 
Doyle 
Flake 
Kaptur 

LaTourette 
Markey (CO) 
Marshall 
Murphy, Tim 
Napolitano 
Rooney 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 

Schock 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stark 
Stearns 
Sutton 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote. 

b 1241 
So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
Stated against: 
Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 

285 I was unavoidably detained. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘nay.’’ 

f 

CONFERENCE REPORT ON S. 454, 
WEAPON SYSTEM ACQUISITION 
REFORM ACT OF 2009 
Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, pursu-

ant to House Resolution 463, I call up 
the conference report on the bill (S. 
454) to improve the organization and 
procedures of the Department of De-
fense for the acquisition of major 
weapon systems, and for other pur-
poses, and ask for its immediate con-
sideration. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 463, the con-
ference report is considered read. 

(For conference report and state-
ment, see proceedings of the House of 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) 
and the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
MCHUGH) each will control 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. SKELTON. I ask unanimous con-

sent that all Members may have 5 leg-
islative days in which to revise and ex-
tend their remarks on the conference 
report currently under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I’m pleased to bring be-

fore the House the conference report on 
S. 454, the Weapon System Acquisition 
Reform Act of 2009. 

Last week, the House overwhelm-
ingly approved H.R. 2101, the House 
Armed Services Committee’s version of 
the bill, in a vote of 428–0 and sent us 
to conference with the Senate. Our 
conference concluded on Tuesday, and I 
can report that we reached agreement 
on strong legislation that will reflect 
well on the Congress as a whole. 

Every Member attending the con-
ference committee, House and Senate, 
on a bipartisan basis signed the con-
ference report, and it passed the Senate 
last evening on a vote of 95–0. 

It’s tempting to conclude that a bill 
so unanimously supported must not do 
anything. How often are we able to 
agree unanimously on issues of real 
substance? However, in this instance, 
Congress will speak with a single voice 
and will, at the same time, adopt tough 
medicine for the acquisitions system. 

This bill is landmark legislation, the 
strongest effort to reform the acquisi-
tion of weapons systems since the days 
of Les Aspin. In fact, I strongly believe 
this bill will be much more successful 
than earlier reform efforts. The con-
sensus on this legislation is simply the 
result of a problem that has become so 
obvious and so urgent that every Mem-
ber has concluded that strong action is 
required. 

Too often in our current acquisition 
system, we end up with too few weap-
ons that cost us too much and arrive 
too late. GAO tells us that DOD will 
exceed its original cost estimates on 96 
major weapons systems by $296 billion. 
That’s more than 2 years of pay and 
health care for all our troops. We can 
no longer tolerate this state of affairs. 

To those who oppose change, the vote 
yesterday in the Senate and the vote 
today in the House will send the mes-
sage that the Congress means business, 
for maintaining the status quo of indis-
cipline and inefficiency in acquisition 
is no longer an option. 

Let me briefly summarize the bill’s 
provisions. 

It establishes a new director of cost 
assessment and program evaluation 
who will ensure that in the future DOD 

uses realistic cost estimates as the 
basis for its decisions. The bill re-es-
tablishes a director of developmental 
test and evaluation who will coordi-
nate closely with the director of sys-
tems engineering to ensure that we re-
build the technical expertise to oversee 
complex weapons programs. 

To ensure that the Department fol-
lows through on these measures, the 
bill requires DOD to make an official 
response for performance assessment. 
It also assigns additional responsibility 
to the director of defense research and 
engineering for assessing technological 
maturity and to unified combat com-
manders, those leading the fight, for 
helping to set requirements. 

b 1245 

In the area of policy, we required 
DOD to balance its desire for cutting- 
edge capabilities with the limits of its 
resources in setting military require-
ments. We require competitive acquisi-
tion strategies. We require DOD to get 
programs right in the early stages, 
when problems can be solved at a low 
cost. We also require DOD to put in-
tense management focus on problem 
programs until they are either healed 
or terminated. We strengthen the 
Nunn-McCurdy process, and we ask 
DOD to eliminate or mitigate organiza-
tional conflicts of interests among its 
contractors. 

Now, I know that many Members of 
the House have a deep interest in ac-
quisition reform. Let me assure you 
that with the passage of this bill, the 
House Armed Services Committee has 
no intention of resting on its laurels. 
S. 454 deals almost exclusively with 
major weapons system acquisition, 
which is only 20 percent of the total 
that DOD spends on acquisition on an 
annual basis. There are also serious 
problems with the other 80 percent of 
the acquisition system and, as a result, 
the House Armed Services Committee 
established the Panel on Defense Ac-
quisition Reform led by ROB ANDREWS 
and MIKE CONAWAY to investigate fur-
ther improvements to the acquisition 
systems. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Members 
of this body vote for the conference re-
port on S. 454, move this legislation to 
the President’s desk for his signature 
this week, and continue to work with 
us on acquisition reform in this Con-
gress. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, we have some speakers 
on our side who have some time con-
straints, and I don’t want to utilize a 
lot of time on my statement right now, 
so I just want to make a few opening 
comments, if I may. 

First of all, it seems like only days 
ago that we were here doing the House 
version of this bill, and the reason for 
that is we were here only days ago 
doing the House version of this bill. 
The speed with which this legislation 

has passed through both bodies, while 
not suggesting that it was done in 
haste, this is a well-crafted proposal, 
but rather suggests the importance of 
this acquisition reform initiative, rec-
ognizes, as well, the unanimity of feel-
ing amongst all the Members of both 
the House and the Senate as to the 
task before us. And I think it’s a trib-
ute as well to the President, who called 
some of us down to the White House 
and told us that he fully supported this 
initiative and urged us to work as ex-
peditiously as we could. Today’s bill is 
a result of that effort, and I certainly 
want to start by thanking my dear 
friend, my partner, and my chairman, 
IKE SKELTON, the gentleman from Mis-
souri, for providing his leadership that 
brought the House and, particularly, 
the House Armed Services Committee, 
into this very, very important discus-
sion that has developed this very, very 
important piece of legislation. 

As my distinguished chair said, we 
owe our thanks to many, and I want to 
give a special tip of the hat to as well, 
my friend, the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. ANDREWS), my partner, our 
representative on the special panel, 
MIKE CONAWAY, the gentleman from 
Texas, and all of the special panel’s 
members who really did an outstanding 
job in meeting with the department 
representatives and discussing the ini-
tiatives with representatives of indus-
try and Members of both Houses of the 
legislature, and brought this important 
bill before us. It is a critical measure 
and it really is a best-of-all-worlds pro-
posal. It portends the opportunity to 
save literally hundreds and hundreds of 
millions of taxpayer dollars, dollars 
that now probably go to expenses and 
to costs that should and could be 
avoided and, as well, ensures that 
every tax dollar we do spend goes ap-
propriately to providing the best weap-
ons systems we can to keep those brave 
men and women in uniform safe, who 
do such an amazing job with us. 

I join my chairman, Mr. SKELTON, in 
urging all Members to soundly and en-
thusiastically, and with great pride, 
support this conference report. And we 
look forward to its carrying to the 
White House and its signature in the 
very near future. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, may I 
mention first that we did not rush to 
judgment on this issue. The gentleman 
from New York, my friend, the ranking 
member, JOHN MCHUGH, and I thought 
it best to establish a panel on military 
acquisition, which we did. And as a re-
sult of briefings and hearings headed 
by ROB ANDREWS, MIKE CONAWAY, the 
faith that Mr. MCHUGH and I had in the 
panel has been justified with the first 
work product of their efforts. That 
work product, of course, is the bill that 
stands before us today. And it has been 
a great bipartisan effort. It is also a 
monument to the outstanding staff 
work that we have across the board in 
the Armed Services Committee. We 
could not be more blessed. 
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With that, I yield 10 minutes to my 

friend and colleague, the chairman of 
the Armed Service Committee Special 
Oversight Panel on Defense Acquisition 
Reform, the gentleman from New Jer-
sey (Mr. ANDREWS). 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, it’s my 
honor to rise in support of this legisla-
tion, and to thank the many people 
who made this possible, beginning, Mr. 
Speaker, with the chairman’s friend-
ship and mentorship and leadership. 
Mr. SKELTON is a gifted consensus 
builder and a great role model for 
many Members of this House, myself 
included. I thank him from the bottom 
of my heart for this opportunity. 

To my very dear friend, Mr. MCHUGH, 
whose expertise is matched by his good 
spiritedness and a sense of inclusive-
ness. The way that these two gentle-
men work together, Mr. Speaker, is a 
model for how we ought to serve the 
public’s problems, and I’m very grate-
ful to serve with each of them. 

I want to thank my friend, MIKE 
CONAWAY, from Texas, who is the rank-
ing member of the special panel, who 
gave this effort a great deal of atten-
tion and diligence. And he and I, Mr. 
Speaker, know that our job is only 
about one-fifth done, and we look for-
ward to proceeding in the weeks and 
months ahead. 

We want to extend our appreciation 
to each of the members of the special 
panel, Republican and Democrat, who 
came to the meetings, expressed their 
views. Each of them had a hand in 
shaping this legislation. Many of them 
offered amendments at the full com-
mittee markup that found its way into 
the legislation. 

As the chairman said, those of us who 
are elected have the privilege of stand-
ing out front in these efforts, but the 
truth of the matter is that the most 
diligent and skillful work is done by 
the staffs that serve us with such dis-
tinction. And I do want to join the 
chairman’s comments and specifically 
thank Erin Conaton, who’s the leader 
of the staff on the majority side. She 
has built a tremendous team and is a 
great resource to Members of this 
House. 

Paul Oostburg, who is an able coun-
sel in every respect, guides us through 
the legal thicket. Andrew Hunter did a 
tremendous job on this. He was always 
available, always a great resource, a 
person of just great, great diligence. 

His counterpart on the minority side, 
Jenness Simler, we thank her for her 
equally effective and cheerful and re-
sourceful efforts. 

And I especially want to thank from 
my office staff, Nat Bell, who gave this 
around-the-clock attention, mastered 
the details in a very short period of 
time, and did just a terrific job. 

Mr. Speaker, when the American peo-
ple hear that nearly $300 billion has 
been run up in cost overruns on major 
weapons systems, they’re justifiably 
outraged. When we’re paying $300 bil-
lion more than we should be for major 
weapons systems, they understand that 

we’re not doing right by the people who 
wear the uniform, and we’re not doing 
right by them. 

As the chairman said, to understand 
the magnitude of this problem, if we 
had not squandered that $300 billion in 
cost overruns we would have had 
enough to pay the salaries of the 
troops, the health benefits of the 
troops and their families, for more 
than 2 years. That’s how much money 
that is, and it was squandered. 

So, as a result of this effort, with the 
able leadership of Senators LEVIN and 
MCCAIN on the other side, we are going 
to present to the President today, by 
this vote, a solution to that problem. 
And here is the essence of that solu-
tion. When the public asks how do we 
really know how much these programs 
are going to cost, how effective they 
are, and when they’re going to be done, 
for the first time, those questions will 
be answered by independent, qualified, 
accountable officials in the Depart-
ment of Defense. Independent and ac-
countable to the President, to the Con-
gress and to the general public. 

When people ask, you know, we’ve 
got a weapons system that doesn’t ap-
pear to be working out very well in the 
early going. Its promise exceeded the 
early signs of its performance. For the 
first time, in that early stage, the 
weapons system will have to meet a 
rigid and severe burden before it can go 
on. And if the best judgment of the 
independent experts is it shouldn’t go 
on, it won’t, and we will not throw 
good money after bad. 

When people ask the question, a 
weapons system has far exceeded its 
projected cost and it’s taking far 
longer than it should, why should it 
continue to go on, for the first time, 
this legislation will say, well, it 
shouldn’t. And if there’s a different de-
cision made, if there’s an exception 
given to this weapons system so it can 
go on, the weapons system will be 
watched like a hawk, every day, every 
dollar, every step of the way, to make 
sure that if a weapons system is not 
terminated after poor performance, 
that it gets right, gets right in a hurry 
and stays right. 

And finally, when people ask the 
question, whose interests are really 
being served in this process, are the de-
cisionmakers really looking out for 
those who serve in the military of this 
country and use the systems? Are the 
interests of the taxpayers being looked 
after, or are there other interests at 
work? This legislation institutionalizes 
the rule that I think most of our deci-
sionmakers in the Department of De-
fense have lived by as a matter of per-
sonal ethics; but it spreads that per-
sonal ethic into the law, and says, 
when you make decisions about pro-
tecting those who wear our uniform 
and spending our taxpayers money, you 
may serve only one master. Conflicts of 
interest will be rigidly monitored and 
prohibited as a result of this legisla-
tion. 

Our work is just beginning. By pass-
ing this legislation, we are putting in 

place a series of safeguards and checks 
so we can understand if it looks like a 
system has been overpromised and 
underperforming. It is our responsi-
bility, once this system is in place, to 
learn from its lessons so that we can 
give those who wear the uniform of 
this country the best that they de-
serve, and pay for it with the price that 
the taxpayers deserve, with not a 
penny wasted. 

It has been an honor to serve with 
my friends and colleagues in this proc-
ess. We are eager to see this bill be-
come law. We would urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote 
from both Republicans and Democrats. 

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, I would 
note the one Member that had a time 
constraint, Mr. COFFMAN from Colo-
rado, not just a great and able member 
of our special panel, but also a veteran 
of both the United States Army and 
the United States Marine Corps, did 
have another appointment that he had 
to make and, therefore, was not able to 
stay with us to make his statement 
personally. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to now 
yield as much time as he may consume 
to one of the senior members of the 
House Armed Services Committee, and 
a gentleman who also wore the uniform 
of this Nation, United States Marine 
Corps, my friend, the gentleman from 
Minnesota (Mr. KLINE). 

b 1300 

Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. I thank the gentleman 
from New York for yielding the time. 

It seems sometimes like only yester-
day when I was wearing that uniform 
and was serving in the Pentagon and in 
the Office of Secretary of Defense and 
dealing with the acquisition morass, 
and that’s, in fact, what it was. 

When you look at the history of how 
the Pentagon has gone about making 
these purchases, you see President 
after President, Secretary of Defense 
after Secretary of Defense, senior offi-
cials, Republicans or Democrats, recog-
nizing that the system was broken. We 
were wasting money. Cost overruns 
were the norm. Yet, even recognizing 
that there was a problem and vowing 
to fix it, they couldn’t do it. Try as 
they might, panel after panel, effort 
after effort, hiring different people, fir-
ing people, it continued year after year 
after year, cost overruns, stealing 
money away from the American people 
and delaying the delivery of weapons 
systems that our troops need now in a 
system that’s just not functioning. 

I know that I sensed the frustration 
personally as I was sitting there with 
them as they struggled with how to fix 
this. They couldn’t do it. 

So when I came to Congress, now 
going on 7 years ago, and I was fortu-
nate and honored to join the House 
Armed Services Committee, I started 
raising that question and pointing out 
to witness after witness that we 
couldn’t seem to fix this system. So I 
was delighted, absolutely delighted, 
when the chairman of the committee 
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and the ranking member, Mr. MCHUGH, 
as has been discussed, said, You know 
what we’re going to do? We’re going to 
work on this from Congress, and we’re 
going to do it the right way. We’re 
going to take a blank piece of paper 
and put it down in front of a bipartisan 
panel, led by my able friend from New 
Jersey, Mr. ANDREWS, by my friend 
from Texas, Mr. CONAWAY, by a wonder-
ful panel of people, and by great staff, 
as has already been mentioned and 
commended by a number of speakers. 
They said, Go and see what you can do 
to fix this problem. Focus in on major 
acquisitions programs, and go fix it. A 
blank piece of paper. A bipartisan ef-
fort. 

As a result of that, we have legisla-
tion that is going to be passed—I trust 
overwhelmingly—because I don’t know 
of anyone, frankly, in this body or in 
the other who doesn’t think this is a 
great idea and that it needs to be done. 
We’re going to pass this legislation and 
get it to the President, and we’re going 
to change the law and provide some 
help to the very able people in the Pen-
tagon who have been wringing their 
hands and who have been struggling on 
how to fix this for literally decades. 

So this piece of legislation went 
through rapidly, as has been pointed 
out, but not in haste. It was put to-
gether the right way. The problem was 
recognized across the board. We had a 
hearing, which I thought was a tremen-
dous hearing, with a panel of real ex-
perts. They agreed that this was the 
right way to go. I remember asking a 
question because I thought it was an 
important one as we look at legislation 
like this. 

I said, Does this do any harm? Abso-
lutely not, was the answer. 

This is what we ought to be doing. 
I’m very proud to support it. I hope all 
of my colleagues will support it. As has 
been suggested, I hope this is the model 
for how this House will work in the fu-
ture—with a blank piece of paper and 
with a bipartisan effort to draft legisla-
tion that comes out to be good legisla-
tion that is good for America. 

So, again, I want to thank those who 
did the work. I want to encourage all of 
my colleagues to support this legisla-
tion. 

Mr. SKELTON. At this time, I yield 3 
minutes to my friend, my colleague, 
the distinguished member of the Armed 
Services Committee, the gentleman 
from Rhode Island (Mr. LANGEVIN). 

(Mr. LANGEVIN asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. LANGEVIN. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

I want to begin by commending and 
recognizing the hard work done by IKE 
SKELTON as well as my colleague and 
friend from New Jersey, Mr. ANDREWS, 
as well as my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle, Mr. MCHUGH, Mr. 
CONAWAY, and others. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to urge pas-
sage of the Weapons Acquisition Sys-
tems Reform Through Enhancing Tech-

nical Knowledge and Oversight Act of 
2009, or the WASTE TKO Act. 

Again, I want to thank the chairman 
of the Armed Services Committee, IKE 
SKELTON, for his outstanding leader-
ship in addressing this critical issue 
and for bringing this bill to the floor so 
quickly and with such strong support. I 
was honored to be a part of the con-
ference committee, and I am happy to 
see such a strong bipartisan bill come 
back to the House for final passage. 

In today’s world, we face a difficult 
balance between keeping our Nation 
safe and operating within the fiscal 
constraints of our current economic 
climate. The taxpayers truly are de-
manding that we always be good stew-
ards with their dollars. We can all un-
derstand the outrage of the American 
people when they hear about billions 
and billions of dollars in cost overruns 
in weapons acquisitions programs, and 
we can understand their demand for 
change, and that’s what this bill truly 
brings, accountability and change to 
our weapons acquisitions process. 

The WASTE TKO Act is part of a 
broader effort by the administration to 
tackle cost growth through ensuring 
accurate performance assessments, 
providing intensive care to ‘‘sick’’ pro-
grams and fighting cost growth in the 
early stages of development. Along 
with our efforts in the Congress, the 
Defense Department plans to add 20,000 
personnel over the next 5 years to help 
implement reforms in government con-
tracting. This dual effort is a positive 
sign of change that will ultimately 
help keep our Nation safer and more 
agile in its warfighting efforts. 

Specifically, this bill will bring over-
sight to the muddled process of per-
formance assessments by requiring the 
Secretary of Defense to designate a 
principal official to provide unbiased 
evaluations on the success of our ac-
quisitions programs. The bill will also 
mandate additional reviews for pro-
grams that fail to meet development 
requirements or that have extreme 
cost growth problems. 

Now, when cost overruns and sched-
ule delays continue to haunt a pro-
gram, it threatens the ability to pro-
vide our men and women in uniform 
with the best equipment possible to 
protect our Nation. This bill goes a 
long way towards increasing effective 
congressional oversight, and it will 
help us to continue to be responsible 
stewards of U.S. taxpayer dollars. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
supporting this legislation. A lot of 
hard work went into crafting this 
strong bipartisan measure. 

Again, I want to thank Chairman 
SKELTON, Ranking Member MCHUGH, 
Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. CONAWAY, and all of 
the members of the team who were 
part of this effort. I’m proud to support 
this important piece of legislation. 

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, when we 
try to find the right people for the 
right job, be it in the private sector— 
and it works this way in Congress as 
well—sometimes they’re unavailable. 

The best people are always the busiest 
people. 

I think one of the critical challenges 
and primary challenges that both the 
chairman and I had was in making sure 
that the heads of the special panel were 
two individuals who had the power, the 
intellect, the understanding from the 
real world of life experiences, and a 
recognition as to the importance of the 
challenge. 

We are very blessed, certainly, with 
the agreement of Mr. ANDREWS to head 
and chair the subcommittee panel. As 
well on our side, the first person I 
thought of was MIKE CONAWAY. MIKE 
does have those qualifications of intel-
lect, of the ability to relate to concepts 
and to real applications. As well, he 
has brought to this effort his service as 
an NCO in the United States Army. 

It is my privilege and my honor and 
with a great deal of thanks to yield as 
much time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. CONAWAY). 

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to thank Ranking Member MCHUGH for 
those very kind words. It kind of 
caught me off guard. Thank you. I ap-
preciate that. 

I rise today to urge the swift passage 
of the conference report on S. 454, the 
Weapon System Acquisition Reform 
Act of 2009. This conference report rep-
resents thoughtful compromises that 
will enable the Department of Defense 
to better plan for the future and to ac-
quire the combat systems that it needs 
to make our military as effective as it 
needs to be at a cost that we can af-
ford. 

As always, I would like to thank the 
leadership of the Armed Services Com-
mittee for their commitment to the 
men and women of our Armed Forces. 
Chairman SKELTON and Ranking Mem-
ber MCHUGH lead our committee with 
purpose and with poise, and they never 
forget that our first responsibility is to 
protect our soldiers, sailors, marines, 
and airmen who are serving our Nation 
around the globe. 

I also want to thank the chairman on 
the House Defense Acquisition Reform 
Panel, Chairman ROB ANDREWS from 
New Jersey. It has been my privilege to 
partner with him as we work to bring 
these needed reforms to the Defense 
Department in how it spends our lim-
ited resources. 

While all the thanking of the mem-
bers is certainly appropriate, I don’t 
think you can overstate the work that 
our staffs do on behalf of the acquisi-
tions panel. I want to thank Andrew 
Hunter on the majority’s staff and 
Jenness Simler on our side for the 
great work that they’ve done. I also 
want to thank, on my personal staff, 
Tony Ciancielo, who is an Air National 
Guard fellow in my office for a year, 
and he is doing outstanding work on 
behalf of this country. 

As a member of the acquisitions 
panel, I’ve spent the last few months 
immersed in the details of the weapons 
system and in the weapons acquisition 
system. It is nothing if it is not spec-
tacularly complicated. It is clear to me 
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that the oversight of this process must 
be a never-ending commitment on the 
part of Congress. Yet, as the changes 
we are implementing here today ma-
ture, I urge that we remain vigilant 
but also patient. The number of the 
cost overruns that has been touted dur-
ing the discussion of this panel is real, 
but I worry, as all of us have, that that 
number is artificially high because of 
underestimates on the front end of 
weapons systems decisions. 

This legislation, I think, goes a long 
way toward helping us cure a natural 
tendency to under-represent costs on 
the front end in order to get a program 
or a weapons system started. Then we 
are saddled with that decision when we 
come on to the real costs and to the re-
alization that the real expense of a par-
ticular system turns out to be greater 
than what we estimated on the front 
end because of a tendency to be opti-
mistic as to time frames as well as to 
expenditures on those front ends. So 
this legislation goes a long way toward 
fixing that. 

I also want to add a word of caution, 
and that is that we allow these changes 
to mature somewhat before we begin to 
tinker with them again. We’ve got 
great acquisition people staffing the 
system from top to bottom. As Mr. 
LANGEVIN mentioned, there is going to 
be a 20,000 increase in those competent 
professionals as we go forward. We need 
to let them work with the system long 
enough so that we can, in effect, evalu-
ate whether or not these new changes 
work and if they do the things we want 
them to do. So it will be an ever-chang-
ing system, but we in Congress here 
look for the results. So be a little bit 
patient as we change the systems ac-
quisition process again. 

That leaves us then with the bulk of 
the spending that’s done, which is on 
services. My colleague and chairman of 
our acquisitions panel will continue to 
push forward on the review for how the 
DOD acquires services. It is a very 
mundane, everyday deal, but as to the 
scope and the reach of DOD, just think 
about how they all have cell phones 
and the decisions that are made across 
the thousands and thousands and thou-
sands of installations across this world 
that need cell phone coverage. Some-
body somewhere has got to decide on 
that contract. That’s our next work, 
and it’s going to be as difficult and 
daunting, I think, to understand that 
system and to see where it’s working 
correctly, to see where we can help 
change it for the better and to see 
those places where it isn’t working cor-
rectly. 

I’ve got great confidence in my chair-
man on the subcommittee, on the 
panel. Collectively, we’re working in a 
bipartisan approach as we’ve done so 
far. I agree with the other speakers 
that this is a great example of how this 
House, this body, can in fact work on 
issues that don’t require us to wear a 
jersey that has got a particular color 
on it when we go about the decisions of 
trying to defend this country and put 

weapons in the hands of young men and 
women who lay their lives on the line 
to protect this country. So I’m proud 
to be a part of this process. 

S. 454 will begin the process of fun-
damentally altering how the Defense 
Department procures major weapons 
systems desperately needed by our 
warfighters. It’s important legislation 
that I am pleased to support today. I 
urge my colleagues to vote in favor of 
this conference report. 

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, we have 
no further speakers. So with the major-
ity’s permission, I’ll just say a few 
words in closing. 

I would be remiss if I did not send my 
best wishes, appreciation and expres-
sion of admiration to our Senate col-
leagues, particularly Senators LEVIN 
and MCCAIN, who led the fight on ac-
quisition reform. 

As I noted to them in a meeting we 
had with the President at the White 
House, they really did help us hear the 
call to arms on this initiative. As we 
went forward, they were true and very 
active and very productive partners in 
making sure we could reach a con-
ference report that truly does, as the 
bill before us speaks very clearly to-
ward, embody the best provisions of 
the House bill and the Senate bill. 

b 1315 

Lastly, I want to add my words of 
deep appreciation to those who, day in 
and day out, make our committee, and 
ultimately make every committee, in 
the House of Representatives work, and 
that is our invaluable staff people as 
all of the other speakers have men-
tioned. I’ve said in the past, they labor 
quietly in the shadows and we are able 
to step out in the sunlight that they 
provide through their hard work and 
bask in their glory. And their hand 
prints and their diligence and terrific 
effort is in every line of this bill. 

So in closing, I would simply say 
again, congratulations to my friend, 
the distinguished chair, Mr. SKELTON, 
and strongly urge all of our Members 
to step forward and to proudly support 
this bill. And we can do something im-
portant for the war fighters and the 
taxpayers of this great country. 

And I would yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, first, I 
must thank my friend, my colleague, 
the gentleman from New York, for his 
outstanding leadership, cooperation, 
intelligence and integrity. This bill is a 
great reflection of bipartisan hard 
work in our committee. And I thank, 
in particular, the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. MCHUGH). 

Mr. Speaker, as we are on the brink 
of passing legislation that will com-
pletely reform the acquisition system 
of involving major weapon systems in 
the Department of Defense, I think 
back to the moment we were preparing 
to pass a bill known as the Goldwater- 
Nichols bill which dealt with jointness 
within the military. We knew what it 
said. We wrote it. But we had no idea 

that it would actually have a tremen-
dous impact creating the culture of 
jointness within the various stovepiped 
services that existed prior to that day 
in 1986. 

This reform act will do the same. It 
is not only landmark legislation, it is 
not only reform legislation, it is legis-
lation that will change the culture of 
acquisition for major weapon systems. 
It’s good. It’s thorough. It’s well 
thought out. 

And I cannot close without saying a 
special word about our staff. It’s very 
difficult, Mr. Speaker, to single out 
people who work so hard because 
you’re bound to leave some out. But we 
must mention Erin Conaton, Bob Sim-
mons, Andrew Hunter, Jenness Simler, 
Cathy Garman, Joe Hicken, and all of 
the efforts that they put forth, the 
tireless nights in drafting and redraft-
ing the legislation before us today. So 
a special tribute goes to them. 

So with that—and thanks to our col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle, Bob 
Andrews, Mike Conaway, and all of 
those who work so hard for this—let’s 
get it passed, let’s get it to the Presi-
dent for his signature, and let reform 
take place and change the acquisition 
culture that is so sorely needed. 

Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I 
stand before you today to express my strong 
support for this important piece of legislation. 
As a member of the House Armed Services 
Committee, and a member of the Acquisition 
Reform Panel, I was honored to be appointed 
to this Conference Committee. 

As an active participant on the panel, I ap-
preciate this opportunity to help ‘‘fix’’ an obvi-
ously flawed defense acquisition system. My 
emphasis on the Panel has been how to 
achieve the best use of taxpayer dollars to 
provide the right equipment, at the right time 
for our marines, soldiers, sailors, and airmen. 

Maintaining a strong national defense, while 
maximizing taxpayer dollars, and reining in out 
of control cost growth in the development of 
major weapons systems. As a combat vet-
eran, I realize from personal experience just 
how critical a well-functioning acquisition sys-
tem is to our nation’s servicemembers—espe-
cially our warfighters in the field. 

We must always fully take the ‘‘end user’’ 
into account whenever we address the acqui-
sition process and to this end, I was pleased 
my amendment giving the Combatant Com-
manders a more defined role and input into 
the process was included. This legislation in-
stitutes a much-needed level of focus and pre-
cision regarding the input sought from Com-
batant Commanders to best inform the Joint 
Requirements Oversight Council as to whether 
a new program is truly needed and what its 
benefit to the warfighter will be. Such precise 
input aims to prevent the DOD from going 
down the road of spending billions of dollars 
on unnecessary programs of no real value to 
those in the field. 

S. 454 addresses acquisition organization, 
oversight of cost estimation, performance as-
sessment, and weapons acquisition oversight, 
and fully takes into account the current prob-
lems within the Department of Defense Acqui-
sition process. 

I urge my colleagues to vote in favor of this 
well-crafted and critical piece of legislation. 
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Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I 

rise today to express my support for the Con-
ference Report on the Weapons Acquisition 
System Reform Through Enhancing Technical 
Knowledge and Oversight Act (WASTE TKO 
Act). This legislation will reform how the De-
partment of Defense purchases weapons and 
help ensure the strong oversight of our de-
fense budget that taxpayers deserve. 

In recent years, the Defense Department’s 
spending plans have been unrealistic and 
unsustainable. Much of the growth in our de-
fense budget has been driven by weapons 
programs that cost too much and take too 
long to develop. According to a Government 
Accountability Office study released this year, 
cost overruns from ninety-six Department of 
Defense weapons programs have totaled $296 
billion. These same programs were, on aver-
age, 21 months behind schedule. President 
Obama has said that procurement reform 
could save taxpayers as much as $40 billion 
each year. 

Our current approach asks, ‘‘how much 
money can we get for the weapon?’’ But we 
ought to ask, ‘‘how much weapon can we get 
for the money?’’ Every dollar that we spend on 
an over-budget weapons system is a dollar 
that cannot be used to support the urgent 
needs of our servicemembers and their fami-
lies. Cost overruns alone would pay the sala-
ries for our active-duty military and health care 
for them and their families for two and a half 
years. 

The WASTE TKO Act will address deep- 
seated and systemic problems in how we pro-
cure weapons. This bill will require the Depart-
ment of Defense to provide more realistic esti-
mates of how much weapons will cost and 
punish those programs which are failing to 
meet schedule and cost goals. This legislation 
will demand additional focus during the early 
stages of weapons development, when small 
program changes can have major long-term 
consequences. When it comes to defense pro-
curement, an ounce of oversight is worth a 
pound of cure. 

I applaud Chairman IKE SKELTON, Ranking 
Member JOHN MCHUGH, and the Members of 
the Armed Services Committee’s Defense Ac-
quisition Reform Panel for their work to de-
velop this legislation. 

As a member of the House Budget Com-
mittee and the Armed Services Committee, I 
am committed to providing for a strong na-
tional defense that gives our women and men 
in uniform the tools they need to do their jobs, 
while delivering strong oversight of the de-
fense budget that reins in out-of-control 
spending on major weapons systems. I urge 
my colleagues to join with me in supporting a 
strong national defense and accountability of 
taxpayer dollars by voting yes on the WASTE 
TKO Act. 

Mr. SKELTON. With that, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the conference report. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the conference report. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, this 15- 
minute vote on adoption of the con-
ference report will be followed by a 5- 
minute vote on the motion to suspend 
the rules on H.R. 1676. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 411, nays 0, 
not voting 22, as follows: 

[Roll No. 286] 

YEAS—411 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 

Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 

Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 

McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 

Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 

Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—22 

Aderholt 
Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Bishop (UT) 
Deal (GA) 
Doyle 
Driehaus 
Flake 

Grijalva 
Herger 
Kaptur 
Lummis 
Markey (CO) 
Murphy, Tim 
Price (GA) 
Rooney 

Sánchez, Linda 
T. 

Speier 
Stark 
Thompson (PA) 
Wilson (OH) 
Young (AK) 

b 1345 

So the conference report was agreed 
to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 
Ms. MARKEY of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, 

had I been present for the vote on S. 454, I 
would have voted in favor of the bill. As my 
daughter and son are graduating from college 
and high school respectively, I am unable to 
be present for the vote. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, on roll-
call No. 286 I was unavoidably detained. Had 
I been present, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

f 

PREVENT ALL CIGARETTE 
TRAFFICKING ACT OF 2009 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill, H.R. 1676, as amended, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
WEINER) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1676, as 
amended. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 397, nays 11, 
not voting 25, as follows: 

[Roll No. 287] 

YEAS—397 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 

Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 

Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 

McMorris 
Rodgers 

McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 

Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 

Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—11 

Blackburn 
Broun (GA) 
Campbell 
Ellsworth 

Halvorson 
Kingston 
Marchant 
McClintock 

Paul 
Rohrabacher 
Westmoreland 

NOT VOTING—25 

Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Boehner 
Bright 
Deal (GA) 
Doyle 
Driehaus 
Flake 
Gutierrez 

Hare 
Hensarling 
Hill 
Kaptur 
Markey (CO) 
Murphy, Tim 
Obey 
Rodriguez 
Rooney 

Sánchez, Linda 
T. 

Speier 
Stark 
Thompson (PA) 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes left in 
this vote. 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 
Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 

287, had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘yea.’’ 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, had I been 
present I would have voted on rollcall No. 
284—‘‘nay’’; 285—‘‘nay’’; 286—‘‘yea’’; 287— 
‘‘yea.’’ 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 1346 

Mr. GERLACH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to be removed as a 
cosponsor of H.R. 1346. My name was 
added in error. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks on H.R. 915 and in-
clude extraneous material in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 

f 

FAA REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 
2009 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 464 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 915. 

b 1354 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 915) to 
amend title 49, United States Code, to 
authorize appropriations for the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration for fiscal 
years 2009 through 2012, to improve 
aviation safety and capacity, to pro-
vide stable funding for the national 
aviation system, and for other pur-
poses, with Mr. CARDOZA in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the 

bill is considered read the first time. 
The gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 

OBERSTAR) and the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. MICA) each will control 30 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself as much time as I may 
consume. 

We bring to the House, once again, to 
the Committee of the Whole, the au-
thorization for FAA for the next 4 
years. We’re getting very good at this. 
We did it 2 years ago. It passed the 
House overwhelmingly. Unfortunately, 
the other body did not act on it. So we 
held further hearings and reshaped the 
bill. Essentially we have 95 percent of 
what we had in 2007 in this bill. It was 
worked out then in cooperation with 
the Republican members of the com-
mittee and with the ranking Repub-
lican, Mr. MICA, and again this year 
with Mr. MICA, Mr. PETRI and the Avia-
tion Subcommittee under the extraor-
dinarily gifted leadership of Mr. 
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COSTELLO, who held numerous hearings 
to air the various aspects of this bill 
and other aviation issues. 

So that we bring a bill for which 
there is broad bipartisan support ex-
cept perhaps for four areas in which 
there are differences and on which my 
good friend, Mr. MICA, will elaborate in 
his own good time. We bring a bill of 
$70 billion investment in aviation over 
the next 4 years; $16.2 billion for the 
Airport Improvement Program to build 
runways, taxiways, air traffic on the 
aviation hard side, as I call it, of air-
ports; $13.4 billion for facilities and 
equipment account over 4 years. That’s 
for the continuing modernization of 
the air traffic control system. Air traf-
fic control is not a snapshot in time. 
It’s a continuously evolving technology 
that keeps pace with the growth of 
aviation and with the need for greater 
safety at altitude, on approach, on de-
parture, on the ground, in the airport 
runway safety areas. We provide sub-
stantial funding not only for the 
present but for the future investment 
and modernization of the air traffic 
control system going on to the next- 
generation technology that will be sat-
ellite-based. Higher reliability, greater 
accuracy, shorten the flight time, 
shorten fuel burned in the air and vast-
ly improve safety. 

On the capacity side, we provide au-
thority for airport authorities, at their 
choice, at their decision, to increase 
the passenger facility charge that was 
initiated in 1990, at the time when I 
chaired the Aviation Subcommittee 
and the first Bush administration, with 
then-Secretary Sam Skinner advo-
cating for this increase and this au-
thority for airports, to increase this 
charge on the grounds that they are ac-
countable directly to the people who 
use their airports. It is a local decision, 
and we’re allowing them to do it. It’s 
not required. Airport authorities can 
impose or not impose a passenger facil-
ity charge. But it’s used for all the au-
thority airports are granted under the 
Airport Improvement Program, to ex-
pand capacity, improve the terminals, 
improve movement of passengers on 
the airport grounds to and from their 
parking area, from the drop-off area 
onto the aircraft itself. 

b 1400 
It has been a very well-used and use-

ful tool. 
As part of the increase or the author-

ity to use passenger facility charges in 
1990 and with concurrence of the ad-
ministration, we require that every 
airport that imposes a PFC will lose 50 
cents on each dollar of their AIP enti-
tlement account, and that goes into a 
special account in the Aviation Trust 
Fund for the use of small airports that 
don’t have the capacity to level a pas-
senger facility charge. That has re-
sulted in some $800 million a year 
available for general aviation airports, 
regional airports, and smaller nonhub 
airports, and has enabled them to par-
ticipate in the Nation’s aviation sys-
tem. 

There is a provision in this bill that 
we had in the 2007 bill that requires the 

Federal Aviation Administration to ne-
gotiate a new contract with its air 
traffic controllers. And if they do not 
reach an agreement 45 days after en-
actment, the issue will be sent to bind-
ing arbitration. The Republican admin-
istration objected to that provision. 
The ranking Republican on our com-
mittee, Mr. MICA, stoutly defended his 
administration’s position, and his own 
view, that we should not have binding 
arbitration apply to this circumstance. 
I think it is fair to say he would accept 
that going forward. 

Well, the bill never made its way 
through the Senate of 2007 or 2008. And 
we are an equal opportunity com-
mittee. So what we didn’t trust the 
previous administration to do, we don’t 
trust this administration to do. And we 
are keeping that language in this bill 
to keep the heat on them to negotiate 
this contract, renegotiate in due fair-
ness to the air traffic controllers. 

Then there is the matter of the for-
eign repair stations. There are 145 for-
eign repair stations certificated by the 
U.S. FAA in other countries where U.S. 
aircraft are maintained, supposedly to 
U.S. standards, to the standards of the 
airline as approved by FAA and to 
standards that we set for certification 
of aircraft maintenance personnel and 
certification of the facility in which 
the maintenance work is performed. 

Over time, questions have arisen 
about the adequacy of standards in 
other countries. This legislation takes 
those concerns and wraps them into 
this language we have in the bill, say-
ing they must meet our standards for 
criminal background checks, for drug 
and alcohol testing, for certification of 
the facility, and certification of the 
aircraft maintenance specialists. That 
is in the interests of every American 
who flies on an aircraft in our country 
or outside of our country that is main-
tained in a non-U.S. maintenance facil-
ity. And in the time since we passed 
that bill in 2007, the U.S. and the EU 
have negotiated an aviation agreement 
that moves toward harmonization of 
the aviation maintenance standards of 
our two countries. 

That agreement provides, in Article 
15, ‘‘nothing in this agreement shall be 
construed to limit the authority of a 
party to (A) determine through its leg-
islative, regulatory and administrative 
procedures the level of protection it 
considers appropriate for civil aviation 
safety and environmental testing and 
approvals, and (B) take all appropriate 
and immediate measures necessary to 
eliminate or minimize any derogation 
of safety.’’ That is what we are doing, 
simply put, in this legislation using 
our legislative authority, require 
twice-a-year onsite inspections of fa-
cilities in which U.S. aircraft are main-
tained in facilities overseas. 

If the Europeans want reciprocity 
under this agreement, they have that 
authority. They can inspect U.S. main-
tenance facilities which are doing work 
on foreign aircraft, European aircraft, 
in the United States. Basically, that is 
what it is. It is comity, fairness, eq-
uity, and safety in the best interests of 
our citizens. 

There may be other issues. But I will 
reserve my time. And Mr. COSTELLO 
will address more details of this legis-
lation subsequently. 

Mr. Chairman, I submit for the 
RECORD an exchange of letters on this 
particular piece of legislation. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND 
INFRASTRUCTURE, 

Washington, DC, May 7, 2009. 
Hon. BART GORDON, 
Chairman, Committee on Science and Tech-

nology, House of Representatives, Rayburn 
House Office Building, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN GORDON: I write to you re-
garding H.R. 915, the ‘‘FAA Reauthorization 
Act of 2009’’. 

I appreciate your willingness to waive 
rights to further consideration of H.R. 915, 
notwithstanding the jurisdictional interest 
of the Committee on Science and Tech-
nology. Of course, this waiver does not preju-
dice any further jurisdictional claims by 
your Committee over this or similar legisla-
tion. Further, I will support your request to 
be represented in a House-Senate conference 
on those provisions over which the Com-
mittee on Science and Technology has juris-
diction in H.R. 915. 

This exchange of letters will be placed in 
the Committee Report on H.R. 915 and in-
serted in the Congressional Record as part of 
the consideration of this legislation in the 
House. Thank you for the cooperative spirit 
in which you have worked regarding this 
matter and others between our respective 
committees. 

I look forward to working with you as we 
prepare to pass this important legislation. 

Sincerely, 
JAMES L. OBERSTAR, 

Chairman 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON SCIENCE AND TECH-
NOLOGY, 

Washington, DC, May 7, 2009. 
Hon. JAMES L. OBERSTAR, 
Chairman, Committee on Transportation and 

Infrastructure, House of Representatives, 
Rayburn House Office Building, Wash-
ington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN OBERSTAR: I write to you 
regarding H.R. 915, the FAA Reauthorization 
Act of 2009. This legislation was initially re-
ferred to both the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure and the Committee 
on Science and Technology. 

H.R. 915 was marked up by the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure on 
March 5, 2009. I recognize and appreciate 
your desire to bring this legislation before 
the House in an expeditious manner, and, ac-
cordingly, I will waive further consideration 
of this bill in Committee. However, agreeing 
to waive consideration of this bill should not 
be construed as the Committee on Science 
and Technology waiving its jurisdiction over 
H.R. 915. 

Further, I request your support for the ap-
pointment of Science and Technology Com-
mittee conferees during any House-Senate 
conference convened on this legislation. I 
also ask that a copy of this letter and your 
response be placed in the legislative report 
on H.R. 915 and the Congressional Record 
during consideration of this bill. 

I look forward to working with you as we 
prepare to pass this important legislation. 

Sincerely, 
BART GORDON, 

Chairman. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-

MITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND 
INFRASTRUCTURE, 

Washington, DC, May 15, 2009. 
Hon. JOHN CONYERS, Jr., 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, House 

of Representatives, Rayburn House Office 
Building, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN CONYERS: I write to you re-
garding H.R. 915, the ‘‘FAA Reauthorization 
Act of 2009’’. 

I agree that provisions in H.R. 915 are of ju-
risdictional interest to the Committee on 
the Judiciary I acknowledge that by forgoing 
a sequential referral, your Committee is not 
relinquishing its jurisdiction and I will fully 
support your request to be represented in a 
House-Senate conference on those provisions 
over which the Committee on the Judiciary 
has jurisdiction in RR 915. 

This exchange of letters will be placed in 
the Committee Report on H.R. 915 and in-
serted in the Congressional Record as part of 
the consideration of this legislation in the 
House. 

I look forward to working with you as we 
prepare to pass this important legislation. 

Sincerely, 
JAMES L. OBERSTAR, 

Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 

Washington, DC, May 14, 2009. 
Hon. JAMES L. OBERSTAR, 
Chairman, Committee on Transportation and 

Infrastructure, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN OBERSTAR: As you know, 
the Judiciary Committee requested referral 
of H.R. 915, the FAA Authorization Act of 
2009, due in part to the addition in markup of 
the text of H.R. 831, which directs a study on 
the use of a provision in current law to con-
fer antitrust immunity on international air-
line alliances, and sunsets all such antitrust 
immunity in three years—on which the Judi-
ciary Committee had received a referral as 
falling within our Rule X jurisdiction. 

We understand that, although the report, 
for H.R. 915 has not yet been filed, there is a 
desire to bring this bill to the floor for con-
sideration next week. While we have con-
cerns about how the antitrust provision is 
written, from the standpoint of sound anti-
trust policy, and we would prefer to take re-
ferral to give appropriate consideration to 
that provision and other matters within our 
jurisdiction, we are willing to waive referral 
in order that the bill may proceed to the 
House floor. 

The Judiciary Committee takes this action 
with our mutual understanding that by for-
going further consideration of H.R. 915 at 
this time, we do not waive any jurisdiction 
over any subject matter contained in this or 
similar legislation. We appreciate your con-
tinued willingness to consult with us on 
these provisions, and on any refinements or 
clarifications to them, as the legislation 
moves forward. Finally, we reserve the right 
to seek appointment of an appropriate num-
ber of conferees to any House-Senate con-
ference involving this legislation, and re-
quest your support if such a request is made. 

I would appreciate your including this let-
ter in the Congressional Record during con-
sideration of the bill on the House floor. 
Thank you for your attention to this re-
quest, and for the cooperative relationship 
between our two committees. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN CONYERS, Jr. 

Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND 
INFRASTRUCTURE, 

Washington, May 18, 2009. 
Hon. BENNIE G. THOMPSON, 
Chairman, Committee on Homeland Security, 

Ford House Office Building, Washington, 
DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN THOMPSON: I write to you 
regarding H.R. 915, the ‘‘FAA Reauthoriza-
tion Act of 2009’’. 

I agree that provisions in H.R. 915 are of ju-
risdictional interest to the Committee on 
Homeland Security. I acknowledge that by 
forgoing a sequential referral, your Com-
mittee is not relinquishing its jurisdiction 
and I will fully support your request to be 
represented in a House-Senate conference on 
those provisions over which the Committee 
on Homeland Security has jurisdiction in 
H.R. 915. 

This exchange of letters will be inserted in 
the Committee Report on H.R. 915 and in the 
Congressional Record as part of the consider-
ation of this legislation in the House. 

I look forward to working with you as we 
prepare to pass this important legislation. 

Sincerely, 
JAMES L. OBERSTAR, 

Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY, 

Washington, DC, May 19, 2009. 
Hon. JAMES L. OBERSTAR, 
Chairman, Committee on Transportation and 

Infrastructure, Rayburn Bldg., House of 
Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN OBERSTAR: I write to you 
regarding H.R. 915, the ‘‘FAA Reauthoriza-
tion Act of 2009.’’ 

H.R. 915 contains provisions that fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the Committee on 
Homeland Security. I recognize and appre-
ciate your desire to bring this legislation be-
fore the House in an expeditious manner and, 
accordingly, I will not seek a sequential re-
ferral of the bill. However, agreeing to waive 
consideration of this bill should not be con-
strued as the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity waiving, altering, or otherwise affecting 
its jurisdiction over subject matters con-
tained in the bill which fall within its Rule 
X jurisdiction. 

Further, I request your support for the ap-
pointment of Homeland Security conferees 
during any House-Senate conference con-
vened on this or similar legislation. I also 
ask that a copy of this letter and your re-
sponse be included in the legislative report 
on H.R. 915 and in the Congressional Record 
during floor consideration of this bill. 

I look forward to working with you as we 
prepare to pass this important legislation. 

Sincerely, 
BENNIE G. THOMPSON, 

Chairman. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Thank you again for the opportunity 
to rise today and speak about a very 
important piece of legislation, and that 
is reauthorization of our Federal Avia-
tion Administration operations. 

Americans take for granted some-
times the ability to have the best, the 
largest, and the most accessible air 
transportation system in the world. 
But it is our job in Congress to make 
certain that that system is safe and 
that we also pass laws from time to 
time authorizing the policy, the 
projects, the funding, and other safety 

measures that are important for that 
system. 

I want to speak in favor of enacting 
good reauthorization. At the end of the 
day, I will not vote in support of this 
particular measure because I do have 
some concerns that I will briefly out-
line. 

First, let me say that I have enjoyed 
my working relationship with Mr. 
OBERSTAR. He chairs the committee, 
and I try to work with him in a bipar-
tisan manner to make certain that our 
key responsibilities, like this impor-
tant safety air industry legislation, 
passes Congress, and I will continue to 
do that. 

I do have some concerns about some 
specifics. The bill does have some very 
good provisions. And Mr. OBERSTAR, 
Mr. COSTELLO, and Mr. PETRI, our 
ranking member, have all worked hard 
to do the best they can in looking out 
for our current system, making certain 
that it is sound, making certain that 
there is funding in place and making 
certain that we have what we call 
‘‘NextGen,’’ next generational air traf-
fic control, in the system for the fu-
ture, and that bill does take us a long 
way towards those positive efforts. 

Unfortunately, there are a couple of 
provisions that we haven’t reached 
agreement on. And I have been married 
37 years. Almost every other day my 
wife and I have a disagreement on 
something. So it is not a big deal to 
have disagreement. Hopefully we can 
work some of these problems out. 

What concerns me are, first of all, 
the labor provisions that were included 
in this bill. Now, as we know, we had a 
difficult situation with the air traffic 
controllers’ contract. It expired. It was 
being negotiated. They couldn’t reach 
an agreement some years ago. They 
sent it to Congress. We don’t want it in 
Congress. It caused a great deal of con-
flict and problems. We shouldn’t be the 
arbiters of these labor negotiations. 
And I will say that President Obama 
has stepped forward. He has set in mo-
tion a mechanism to resolve this pend-
ing impasse. I support his efforts. 

By I believe June 5, if we don’t reach 
negotiations, this issue will go to bind-
ing arbitration. I support binding arbi-
tration. I support taking this out of the 
realm of Congress. But I think it was 
wrong to include that provision here 
when we are in the middle of negotia-
tions that our new President is trying 
to get going and get this issue behind 
us and resolve. So this sets a horrible 
precedent for Congress to be dictating 
here, at this point, with this new Presi-
dent, these terms which do have a $1 
billion-plus price tag and do set a 
standard of unfairness. Not only are 
there 15,000 air traffic controllers who 
should be treated fairly, but then we 
have 20,000 other FAA employees who 
should be treated fairly and hundreds 
of thousands of hard-working Federal 
employees who should be treated fair-
ly, not Congress dictating a special 
level of compensation or some deal for 
a smaller group. So this does have con-
sequences. And I’m disappointed that 
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that remains. I’m supportive of taking 
this away from Congress in the future 
and sending it to compulsory arbitra-
tion. 

Unfortunately, there are two job kill-
ers in this bill. At a time when there 
isn’t a Member of Congress that isn’t 
getting a heartfelt request that some-
one is losing their job, they are losing 
their home, or they are not able to live 
the American Dream, unfortunately, 
this bill has two job-killer provisions. 

First is a very controversial, and I 
know that Mr. OBERSTAR tried to ex-
plain this in his particular provision 
that he has put in here, requirement 
that the FAA make biennial inspec-
tions of all foreign repair stations. It 
sounds good. The only problem is that 
we already have existing agreements in 
place that that provision would super-
sede. We are negotiating now a treaty 
which also, the provisions the way they 
are written, would impose sanctions on 
us and cost us jobs. 

Now, that is not what JOHN MICA is 
saying. The U.S. Chamber of Commerce 
says that, as written, the bill jeopard-
izes 129,000 jobs. And we will put that 
in the RECORD a little bit later. 

The National Association of Manu-
facturers, not JOHN MICA, says retalia-
tion threat from the EU is real and we 
must work together to maintain our 
working partnerships and preserve 
jobs. Again, they say it is a job killer. 

Then I have a whole list of compa-
nies. They are in everybody’s district, I 
could go on and on, Rockwell Collins, 
Boeing, Gulfstream, GE. Here is just 
one. GE sent a letter to Mr. OBERSTAR 
and me regarding how much this will 
cost in each of these stations. Now I 
don’t mind spending money for safety. 
I don’t mind imposing regulations or 
laws for safety. But this is a step back-
ward, and it is a step away from what 
we should be doing, rather than saying 
on every Tuesday in the sixth month 
that we should be in Amsterdam in-
specting, or we should be in London in-
specting, or we should be in Ireland in-
specting, or in Berlin inspecting, as 
this bill requires, twice-year annual in-
spections even to countries that we 
have already got agreements that we 
would have the same high standards 
and some of the countries have even 
higher standards imposed, their own 
higher than the U.S. 

So we take our limited resources and 
we do these mandated inspections 
whether or not we need them. And our 
whole system in this country we 
changed some years ago for our large 
aircraft was to get away from that. We 
are risk based, and that is why we are 
the safest aviation industry in the 
United States. Yes, we have problems 
with commuters. And we should be 
using some of our resources to enhance 
the training, the requirements, and the 
inspections of the commuters where we 
are having crashes. We can’t let up in 
any area. But we are diverting re-
sources by this and going back to a 
system that did not work. 

So not only does this I think impair 
safety, it also is a job killer. 

The second and last thing that I am 
concerned about is 95 percent of this 
bill, we said in the Rules Committee, is 
pretty much the same bill we had last 
time. Added to this bill, and again I 
don’t know why, is a provision that 
would sunset airline antitrust immu-
nity. Unfortunately, this bill, and it is 
not what MICA says again, here is the 
Air Transport Association. This bill 
could cost as many as 15,000 airline 
jobs. Again, this is what is said by 
those who are in the industry. And this 
is a second job killer provision. This 
was not in the original bill. It has been 
added here. 

And more troubling is that this pro-
vision would also automatically invali-
date all antitrust immunity grants to 
airline alliances 3 years after the en-
actment of this bill. It is not nec-
essary. It shouldn’t have been added in 
this bill. 

There are several other provisions 
that are controversial. We can work 
through this, and we need to work 
through this. This is the longest period 
that I can remember in the history of 
my service, and maybe Congress, that 
we have not had an FAA reauthoriza-
tion. Hopefully we will also have in the 
next few days the President’s designee 
for FAA Administrator. We haven’t 
had one there. The other side of the 
Congress has not acted the way it 
should in promptly confirming an FAA 
Administrator. We all know how dif-
ficult it is when we have an Adminis-
trator in an agency to deal with him, 
and when you have no one in place for 
a long time we see some of the unfortu-
nate results. 

b 1415 
Those are some of my concerns and, 

again, I pledge to work with Mr. OBER-
STAR, Mr. COSTELLO and others, and 
Mr. PETRI, our ranking member. We’re 
all committed to work. They all do a 
great job. We all have the interests and 
safety of the American public at heart. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield myself 1 

minute. 
I thank the gentleman for his com-

ments and, again, it’s been a great 
pleasure working through this legisla-
tion over the past 2 years, trying to 
bring a bill through the House and to 
conference and to conclusion, and I 
want to commend Mr. MICA, our rank-
ing member, for participating in var-
ious discussions that we had and nego-
tiations with the Secretary of Trans-
portation, the representative from the 
Office of Management and Budget, the 
air traffic controllers, and members of 
our committee, Mr. COSTELLO in par-
ticular, several such negotiations with 
the previous administration that un-
fortunately resulted in no agreement. 
And the gentleman really made a seri-
ous effort, and I greatly respect and ap-
preciate his participation, but I just 
want to point out, Mr. Chairman, to 
the gentleman that the language we 
have on the arbitration is not unique. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield myself an-
other 1 minute. Several times, over 
many years, this committee and its 
predecessor committee with authority 
over railroad issues has approved and 
the House has voted on Presidential 
Emergency Board to settle railroad 
labor disputes. 

And in 1989, we moved legislation to 
establish an arbitration process to re-
solve the management labor dispute in-
volving Eastern Airlines. Mr. Gingrich 
was the ranking member on the Avia-
tion Subcommittee, and he voted in 
favor of it. Unfortunately, even though 
it passed the Senate, President Bush, 
the First, vetoed it. We are simply act-
ing on precedent that has been the case 
in the House to attempt to resolve 
matters of this kind. 

I yield such time as he may consume 
to the distinguished chair of the sub-
committee, Mr. COSTELLO. 

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank Chairman OBERSTAR for recog-
nizing me and thank you for all of your 
leadership and your support. No one 
knows more about aviation or trans-
portation issues in this country than 
Chairman OBERSTAR, and I think ev-
eryone acknowledges that and respects 
not only his valuable input but the 
work that he does for this committee 
and on behalf of the American people. 

To Mr. MICA and Mr. PETRI, as Mr. 
MICA has indicated, we have worked 
closely together on this legislation. As 
Chairman OBERSTAR stated, about 95 
percent of what is in this bill was con-
tained in the bill when the House 
passed it in September of 2007 by a vote 
of 267 Members passing the legislation. 
It truly was a bipartisan piece of legis-
lation. 

The bill provides increased funding 
levels, as Chairman OBERSTAR indi-
cated, for the Airport Improvement 
Program, for the facilities and equip-
ment program, and for the FAA oper-
ations. The funds will help improve our 
airports, upgrade our facilities, and 
modernize our air traffic control sys-
tem. 

In addition, we provide a consumer 
protection provision in this bill that 
forces airports and airlines to come up 
with an emergency contingency plan, 
and we install a consumer hotline for 
consumers to call the FAA for any 
complaints that they may have and 
any violations of the emergency con-
tingency plans filed by the airports and 
airlines. For any violations, there are 
civil penalties. 

It does establish a process to settle a 
labor dispute between the FAA and the 
controllers, and it takes steps to move 
us forward in upgrading our ground- 
based radar system to the next genera-
tion ATC. 

The United States, I think we have 
to continue to point out, has the safest 
aviation system in the world; but in 
order to maintain that system and im-
prove it, we need to pass this reauthor-
ization bill. Let me make just a few 
comments regarding a few items that 
Mr. MICA mentioned. 
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Number one, the NATCA issue with 

the air traffic controllers. There is a 
process that is moving forward now 
with this administration. We hope that 
negotiations are successful, and we 
hope that there is a voluntary agree-
ment. However, this bill does not con-
tain provisions dealing with compensa-
tion. Congress is not dictating to ei-
ther the administration or to anyone 
what wages should be, nor do we ad-
dress that in our bill at all. It has ev-
erything to do with the process, and 
nothing to do with salaries and bene-
fits. 

Number two, it deals with in fact two 
fundamental principles: the rights of 
workers and the right to collectively 
bargain. So if, in fact, you believe in 
collective bargaining, you will support 
the provisions in this bill, as we did 
through committee and we did in 2007. 

Secondly, as far as two issues con-
cerning the foreign repair stations, I 
think Chairman OBERSTAR addressed 
that issue, but let me just comment 
that I probably have more workers in 
my district that work in repair sta-
tions, domestic repair stations, than 
any other district in the country. If I 
thought for a moment that this was a 
job killer, the fact that we insist that 
we have two inspections per year, on 
ground, in person, inspections on for-
eign repair stations, if I thought that 
would jeopardize the jobs that I have in 
my district or any place in this coun-
try, I certainly would not be sup-
porting the provision in the bill. It is 
not a job killer. We have the right in 
the Congress and this legislative body 
under the agreements that we have 
with the European Union and others to 
move forward and insist that we have 
inspections of these foreign repair sta-
tions so that we can protect the Amer-
ican people. It is a safety issue. 

And with that, let me just conclude 
by saying this is a good bill. We are 2 
years behind in passing this legisla-
tion. We appreciate the support and the 
bipartisan relationship in working to-
gether on this bill. We look forward to 
passing this bill today and then work-
ing with our colleagues in the other 
body to get an agreement so we can get 
a bill on the President’s desk. 

Mr. Chair, today is an important day for the 
future of our aviation system. We are consid-
ering H.R. 915, the ‘‘FAA Reauthorization Act 
of 2009’’. This comprehensive bill would pro-
vide approximately $70 billion to modernize 
our air traffic control system, fund airport de-
velopment, research programs, small commu-
nity service and Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, FAA, operating expenses. H.R. 915 was 
produced after many hearings, in-depth anal-
ysis, and a continued dialogue with the FAA, 
our colleagues, and stakeholders. 

Mr. Chair, this legislation is now almost two 
years behind schedule. In September 2007, 
the House approved a similar bill with a few 
additions, H.R. 2881, by a vote of 267 to 151. 
However, the reauthorization process has 
been bogged down because of inaction by the 
other body. Since that time we have been act-
ing under short-term funding extensions and 
continuing resolutions that are delaying key 

Next Generation Air Transportation System, 
NextGen, and airport capital development 
projects. 

Although there are a few contentious issues 
that have marked this reauthorization process, 
virtually the entire aviation community—air-
lines, airports, general aviation, state aviation 
officials—have communicated to us in a uni-
fied voice the need to get a multi-year reau-
thorization bill done as soon as possible. 

The FAA forecasts that the airlines are ex-
pected to carry more than 1 billion passengers 
in 2021, up from almost 760 million in 2008. 
To deal with this growth, strengthen our econ-
omy, and create jobs, the FAA Reauthoriza-
tion Act of 2009 provides historic funding lev-
els for FAA’s capital programs. This includes 
$16.2 billion for the Airport Improvement Pro-
gram, nearly $13.4 billion for FAA Facilities & 
Equipment, and $1 billion for Research, Engi-
neering, and Development. The bill also pro-
vides $39.3 billion for FAA Operations over 
the next four years. 

These funding levels will accelerate the im-
plementation of NextGen, enable the FAA to 
replace and repair existing facilities and equip-
ment, improve airport development, and pro-
vide for the implementation of high-priority 
safety-related systems. 

H.R. 915 also changes the organizational 
structure of the FAA’s Joint Planning and De-
velopment Office, JPDO, the body charged 
with planning NextGen. To increase the au-
thority and visibility of the JPDO, H.R. 915 ele-
vates the Director of the JPDO to the status 
of Associate Administrator for NextGen within 
the FAA, to be appointed by, and reporting di-
rectly to, the FAA Administrator. To increase 
accountability and coordination of NextGen 
planning and implementation, H.R. 915 re-
quires the JPDO to develop a work plan that 
details, on a year-by-year basis, specific 
NextGen-related deliverables and milestones 
required by the FAA and its partner agencies. 

Like the 2007 bill, we increase the pas-
senger facility charge cap from $4.50 to $7.00 
to help airports that choose to participate in 
the PFC program meet their capital needs. Ac-
cording to the FAA, if every airport currently 
collecting a $4.00 or $4.50 PFC raised its PFC 
to $7.00, it would generate approximately $1.3 
billion in additional revenue for airport devel-
opment each year which strengthens our 
economy and creates additional jobs at a time 
when both are critically needed. H.R. 915 pro-
vides significant increases in AIP funding for 
smaller airports that rely on AIP for capital fi-
nancing. The ability to raise the PFC and the 
increase in AIP funding provides financing for 
airport capital development that will help re-
duce delays. 

The bill also dramatically increases funding 
for and improves the Essential Air Service pro-
gram and reauthorizes the Small Community 
Air Service Development program through 
2012. 

To prevent another ‘‘meltdown’’ of the avia-
tion system like what we saw during the sum-
mer of 2007, when the system was fraught 
with congestion, delays and poor customer 
service, H.R. 915 mandates that air carriers 
and airports create emergency contingency 
plans that are approved and enforced by the 
Department of Transportation, DOT. This leg-
islation also requires the DOT to publicize and 
maintain a hotline for consumer complaints; 
expand consumer complaints investigated; re-
quire air carriers to report diverted and can-

celed flight information monthly; and create an 
Aviation Consumer Protection Advisory Com-
mittee. H.R. 915 also requires DOT to conduct 
schedule reduction meetings if aircraft oper-
ations exceed hourly capacity and are ad-
versely affecting national or regional airspace. 
Finally, H.R. 915 also provides civil penalties 
for violations. 

Here at home and across the globe, more is 
being done to reduce energy consumption and 
emissions. The aviation community continues 
to be a leader in greening its operations. We 
further those efforts by establishing the 
CLEEN Engine and Airframe Technology Part-
nership and the Green Towers Program, 
which was modeled after what is currently 
being done at O’Hare International Airport. 

The United States has the safest air trans-
portation system in the world; however, we 
must not become complacent about our past 
success. To keep proper oversight on safety 
at FAA, H.R. 915 directs the FAA to increase 
the number of aviation safety inspectors, initi-
ates studies on fatigue, and requires the FAA 
to inspect part 145 certified foreign repair sta-
tions at least twice a year. We also provide 
$46 million over four years for runway incur-
sion reduction programs; $325 million over 
four years for runway status lights; and require 
the FAA to submit a strategic runway safety 
plan to Congress. 

Combined with the tax title from Ways & 
Means, H.R. 915 does not impose new fees 
on airspace users. This concept has gen-
erated tremendous controversy and, frankly, 
has helped to seriously delay the reauthoriza-
tion process. Instead, H.R. 915 would adjust 
the general aviation, GA, jet fuel tax rate from 
21.8 cents per gallon to 35.9 cents per gallon, 
and the aviation gasoline tax rate from 19.3 
cents per gallon to 24.1 cents per gallon. 

We believe that Airport and Airway Trust 
Fund revenues, coupled with additional rev-
enue from the recommended GA fuel tax rate 
increases, and a reasonable General Fund 
contribution, will be sufficient to provide for the 
historic capital funding levels required to mod-
ernize the air traffic control system. 

There are two provisions in the H.R. 915 
that I believe are necessary for improving mo-
rale at the FAA; providing fair bargaining rights 
to employees of the FAA and at all express 
carriers; and helping to maintain safety in our 
aviation system. 

The first provision requires that if the FAA 
and one of its bargaining units do not reach 
agreement during contract negotiations, the 
Federal Mediation and Conciliation Services 
are used or another agreed to alternative dis-
pute resolution process; this process applies 
to the ongoing dispute between the National 
Air Traffic Controllers Association, NATCA, 
and the FAA. This legislation sends the FAA 
and NATCA back to the bargaining table 
where the FAA declared an impasse. It calls 
for $20 million in backpay and calls for binding 
arbitration if the FAA and NATCA cannot 
reach an agreement. These are the same pro-
visions that were in H.R. 2881 that passed the 
House during the 110th Congress. 

I have spent many hours trying to bring both 
sides together to work out their differences. 
Chairman OBERSTAR and I have convened 
countless meetings between the FAA and 
NATCA in hopes of reaching a voluntary 
agreement. I know Mr. MICA and Mr. PETRI 
have also spent time on this issue. 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 00:39 May 22, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00023 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 9920 E:\CR\FM\K21MY7.050 H21MYPT1w
w

oo
ds

2 
on

 P
R

O
D

P
C

68
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH5918 May 21, 2009 
Unfortunately, an agreement could not be 

reached and that left us with only one clear 
course of action—binding arbitration. 

I strongly believe in collective bargaining 
and bargaining in good faith with a fair dispute 
resolution process for both sides. Unfortu-
nately, that did not happen in 2006 and we 
corrected that wrong in the T&I Committee by 
adopting the Costello amendment with a 
strong bipartisan vote of 53–16. This amend-
ment is included in H.R. 915 and will ensure 
fair treatment of FAA employees. 

I am pleased Transportation Secretary Ray 
LaHood has appointed former Federal Aviation 
Administrator Jane Garvey to oversee a team 
of mediators to immediately address the con-
tract dispute between the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration and National Air Traffic Controllers 
Association. President Obama has shown 
great leadership that will guide a positive way 
forward in which aviation safety professionals 
will be included as valued stakeholders. 

The second provision provides consistency 
in collective bargaining rights throughout the 
express carrier industry by allowing ground 
handling and trucking workers to organize 
under the National Labor Relations Act, which 
allows for organization at the local level. 
Those workers who are directly involved with 
the aircraft operation portion of those compa-
nies, like pilots and mechanics, would con-
tinue to be under the jurisdiction of the Rail-
way Labor Act. This is consistent with how 
UPS is structured today and is identical to the 
provision in H.R. 2881. 

With that Mr. Chair, I again want to thank 
you for working with me on this legislation. 
The bottom line is we need to get the FAA re-
authorized and we need to do it now. 

I urge my colleagues to support the bill. 
Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-

self 1 minute, and then I yield 5 min-
utes to our ranking member, Mr. 
PETRI. 

Just for the record, I want to call to 
the attention of Members—and we will 
try to get this distributed today—this 
bill, the way it is written, voids the 
2006 contract with the FAA and air 
traffic controllers, and it reinstates the 
generous terms and pay raises of the 
1998 contract which had about a 70 per-
cent pay increase. Today, at noon the 
Government Accountability Office re-
leased this report on the effects of pay 
and compensation, particularly for air 
traffic controllers and FAA employees, 
and this substantiates what I’ve said 
and also substantiates the very gen-
erous compensation that was provided 
under the terms of the 1998 contract. 
This bill interferes, again, with pend-
ing negotiations that the President has 
started, and we’re hoping to resolve 
this matter. 

I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin (Mr. PETRI), our distin-
guished ranking member. 

Mr. PETRI. I thank my colleague 
from Florida, the senior member of the 
Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee, for yielding me this time. 

In September of 2007, we passed a bill 
very similar to the one that we are 
considering today. Unfortunately, the 
Senate never acted so we find ourselves 
once again trying to enact a much- 
needed authorization bill. In the mean-

time, the program continues to operate 
under a series of extensions, the most 
recent one expiring September 30 this 
year. 

While the current economic down-
turn has alleviated some of the delays 
in congestion and complaints of the 
flying public, we know that once the 
economy recovers the system will 
again feel overwhelming strain. So the 
urgency for this legislation remains. 

The American Society of Civil Engi-
neers issues an infrastructure report 
every so often, and the most recent 
2009 report card gives aviation a grade 
of only a D. This is actually a lower 
grade than the D-plus earned in the 
2005 report card. So the condition of 
our aviation infrastructure is getting 
worse here in the United States, not 
better. 

The bill before us increases Federal 
investment in aviation infrastructure, 
with funding for the Airport Improve-
ment Program, which provides grants 
from the Aviation Trust Fund for air-
port improvements, increased to a 
total of $16.2 billion over 4 years. The 
Facilities and Equipment Program is 
increased to $13.4 billion. 

It also increases the cap on the level 
of passenger facility charges that an 
airport can impose for capacity and 
safety projects. The cap was last raised 
9 years ago, and the $4.50 maximum 
charge is now worth far less due to 
high construction costs and inflation. 

One of the most important initiatives 
under way at the FAA is something 
known as NextGen to modernize the air 
traffic control system. We need to 
move away from a 50-year-old ground- 
based system to one that is modern, 
satellite-based, and which will increase 
the capacity of the system, lower costs, 
and increase safety. The bill before us 
will move that modernization process 
forward. 

Mr. Chairman, there are a variety of 
other provisions, too numerous to enu-
merate, in this bill that will improve 
the aviation system in this country 
and which I strongly support. 

However, as occurred last Congress, I 
am in the rather odd position of voting 
‘‘no’’ on final passage for my sub-
committee’s bill. Back in the last Con-
gress, the committee leadership 
worked together on a bipartisan basis 
to craft and introduce a good bill. But 
since that time, and continuing in this 
new bill, various provisions have been 
added which make it impossible for me 
at this time to support the bill. 

One provision is regarding air traffic 
controllers. Part of the provision put-
ting changes in future impasse proce-
dures I do not object to, but it also re-
opens the currently imposed contract 
and includes back pay under terms of 
the 1998 contract, which was estimated 
to cost the taxpayers some $1 billion 
over the life of the bill. 

The second provision provides that 
we would move express carriers from 
being covered by the Railway Labor 
Act of the National Labor Relations 
Act, which is really directed at just 

one company, and that is Federal Ex-
press; and, really, I don’t think that 
should be included in this legislation. I 
think we’ll hear more about that from 
other Members. 

Other provisions raise concerns, such 
as the foreign repair station language 
which could have unintended con-
sequences as far as trade relations with 
Europe are concerned, and another 
that would automatically sunset air-
line alliance antitrust immunity agree-
ments 3 years after the enactment of 
this legislation, which again could set 
in train consequences we cannot under-
stand at this time. 

In conclusion, I’d like to thank 
Chairman OBERSTAR; my chairman, 
JERRY COSTELLO; Ranking Member 
MICA, and certainly the staff on the 
committee for their dedicated work on 
this bill. And in conclusion, while I 
support the general goal and the over-
whelming majority of this bill, I do not 
support it at this particular time. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 15 seconds to thank the 
distinguished gentleman from Wis-
consin for his comments, for his con-
tribution and for his ever-present Nor-
wegian wisdom that he has brought to 
the shaping of this legislation. He’s 
been a splendid partner. 

b 1430 

Now I yield 3 minutes to the distin-
guished chair of the Committee on 
Rules, the gentlewoman from New 
York (Ms. SLAUGHTER). 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. I want to talk a 
moment about the safety of our skies 
and the frightening gap in training and 
oversight surrounding the commuter 
airline business. 

One of the worst plane accidents in 
recent history occurred earlier this 
year on the night of February 12, just 
outside of Buffalo, New York. We lost 
49 lives that snowy and icy night, and 
my thoughts are with the families and 
the victims. 

Last week the National Transpor-
tation Safety Board conducted hear-
ings, and we were shocked and sad-
dened by the testimony and the revela-
tions. I’m not here to revisit the sad 
last moments of the crew or the 45 pas-
sengers who were lost that day. We 
still have many questions that must be 
answered and a lot of work to be done 
to ensure it never happens again. That 
is our responsibility and our mission. 

I want to address the shocking condi-
tions that many of these pilots are fac-
ing each and every day because of the 
lack of rigor and training and certifi-
cation programs of commercial airline 
pilots. I hope we can shine a light on 
the appalling job that the FAA has 
done in recent years in regulating that 
industry. That’s why I’ve joined with 
my friends from New York, Mr. LEE 
and Mr. HIGGINS, to introduce an 
amendment mandating a detailed in-
vestigation by the General Accounting 
Office into this gap in training. 

We need to look at the number of 
training hours required for new pilots, 
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how the carriers update and train the 
pilots, and what kind of remedial ac-
tion is taken when pilots rate unsatis-
factorily, among other things. 

It is my belief that a thorough, top- 
to-bottom review of this issue is abso-
lutely essential if we are to understand 
the troubled reality of today’s regional 
airline industry. 

Most importantly, if we don’t get all 
the facts out and into the open, we are 
unlikely to be able to take meaningful 
steps toward reform. My intention is to 
work with colleagues on this issue and 
explore legislative remedies that we 
can take. 

As I look around the Chamber, I’m 
reminded that many Members of Con-
gress also take flights to get home to 
their districts that are the regional 
airlines. And I take two of them every 
week. And in the gallery I’m sure there 
are visitors who have flown to Wash-
ington from their hometowns. Every 
day people from coast to coast in small 
cities and major hubs catch a plane 
from work to see a loved one, or simply 
to get away. All deserve the confidence 
that the pilots in the front of the plane 
are trained and ready for work when 
that aircraft pushes back from the 
tarmac. 

It’s my understanding that the salary 
of one of the pilots on that plane was 
$16,000 a year. I can only imagine how 
little the attendants were paid. These 
young pilots earn far less than pilots at 
major carriers and struggle to make 
ends meet. My guess is it would sur-
prise many of the passengers on a typ-
ical commuter flight to know the cap-
tain was paid less than a bus driver. 

Worse still, we learned during the 
hearing that many of the pilots fly 
when they are sick and when they have 
not been able to have food. Imagine 
that. A pilot responsible for a plane 
full of men, women and children, who 
is sick but can’t take the day off; hun-
gry and can’t stop and get lunch. 

We have discovered the training is 
stunningly inadequate. 

We have also discovered that the training 
for some of these pilots is stunningly inad-
equate. 

For example, the pilot in the Buffalo crash 
had apparently failed a hands-on proficiency 
exam not once but three times. He covered 
that up on his job application and the fact was 
not discovered until after the accident, accord-
ing to the testimony we heard last week. 

And even after that pilot was hired by 
Colgan, he actually failed two additional check 
rides but still was certified to fly. That’s five 
failed tests—five too many if you ask me. 

Passengers on a typical flight would be hor-
rified to learn that the pilot flying their plane 
was a repeat failure on such a basic skill test. 

And finally the way that these pilots are as-
signed routes—which in many cases are hun-
dreds if not thousands of miles from their 
homes—appears to me to be a recipe for dis-
aster. In the case of the Buffalo crash, both pi-
lots had flown from across the country just to 
arrive at their route—one from Florida and one 
from Seattle. Both had apparently slept in a 
lounge—if they slept at all. Trying to rest in a 
lounge or an airplane is not safe and we 

should not tolerate pilots being treated that 
way. 

We need to reform this system so airlines 
and pilots can escape from this insane busi-
ness of criss-crossing the country to work in 
different time zones for meager pay and the 
hope that one day they’ll work for a major air-
line. 

It’s my intention to buckle down on this 
issue so we can put the focus less on the 
glamorous lifestyle of pilots and more on the 
quality of their training and certification and 
safety. 

I encourage all of my colleagues to support 
this common-sense amendment and get some 
answers on the regional airline industry. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. May I inquire of the 
Chair how much time remains on both 
sides. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
Minnesota has 103⁄4 minutes and the 
gentleman from Florida has 14. 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self 15 seconds, and then I would like to 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. BRADY). 

Just 15 seconds to add in the RECORD 
that the repair station provision I will 
cite for different Members, in Mr. 
COSTELLO’s district, according to 
Midcoast Aviation, will cost us and kill 
1,339 jobs. 

GE, 
Washington, DC, March 3, 2009. 

Hon. JAMES L. OBERSTAR, 
Chairman, House Transportation and Infra-

structure Committee 
Hon. JOHN MICA, 
Ranking Member, House Transportation and In-

frastructure Committee 
CHAIRMAN OBERSTAR AND REPRESENTATIVE 

MICA: This is to express great concern over 
the foreign repair station language con-
tained in Sections 303 and 310 of H.R. 915 the 
FM Reauthorization Act of 2009. On behalf of 
GE Aviation, a world-leading producer of 
commercial and military jet engines and 
components as well as integrated digital, 
electric power, and mechanical systems for 
aircraft, we are very concerned that these 
provisions will significantly compromise the 
U.S. competition in position. GE Aviation 
also has a global service network to support 
these offerings, including 29 repair stations 
in the United States and 20 in foreign coun-
tries. Our U.S. repair stations employ over 
3280 high-wage, highly skilled employees. If 
enacted as written, these sections could lead 
to retaliatory actions by the European Com-
munity, raise repair station initial certifi-
cation and renewal costs twenty-fold, place 
U.S. repair stations at a competitive dis-
advantage in a very difficult economy, and 
put many thousands of American jobs at 
risk. 

In recent conversations with the FAA, Eu-
ropean officials have made it clear that, 
should these provisions be enacted, the Euro-
pean Aviation Safety Agency (EASA) would 
reciprocate and require the same twice-an-
nual inspections of its U.S.-based certifi-
cated facilities. Based on EASA’s own esti-
mates, certification costs for repair stations 
would rise from an average of $960 to $32,100 
per station, if they conducted only one an-
nual inspection per facility. Such a drastic 
increase in certification costs would pose 
significant hardships on repair facilities 
throughout the U.S. 

There are approximately 2,000 FAA-certifi-
cated repair stations worldwide—over 1200 of 
them are in the U.S. On the other side of the 
globe, the aerospace industry has experi-
enced substantial growth in the emerging 

Asian and Pacific Rim markets. While recip-
rocal agreements are not yet in place to the 
same degree as with the EU, this legislation 
as currently proposed will negatively impact 
any attempt at amicable agreements there 
in the future. We believe that the proposed 
language would do irreparable harm to the 
hundreds of small businesses that make up 
the U.S. aviation maintenance industry and 
the thousands of Americans they employ. In 
addition to the cost of certification, a great-
er concern is the fact that EASA does not 
have sufficient staff to conduct twice annual 
inspections of its 1,237 certificated U.S.- 
based repair facilities (as compared to only 
425 FAA certificated repair locations in Eu-
rope). Stations unable to be reviewed by 
EASA personnel at such a rate would no 
longer be able to work on European-reg-
istered aircraft and components, thus dam-
aging stations whose customers require both 
U.S. and EASA certification, and place tens 
of thousands of U.S. jobs at risk. 

Finally, if enacted as written, Section 310 
would prevent a manufacturer from either 
rebuilding a part under its current authority 
or repairing a part it manufactured as a sub-
contractor to a repair station or air carrier. 
To remedy this unintended consequence, we 
recommend adding employees of manufac-
turers to the list of persons authorized to 
perform work for part 121 air carriers, either 
directly or as a subcontractor to a repair 
station. 

Gentlemen, in order to protect the tens of 
thousands of U.S.-based aviation mainte-
nance professionals, we respectfully request 
that you amend Sections 303 and 310 to en-
sure it will be applied in a manner consistent 
with United States obligations under inter-
national agreements. As always, GE stands 
committed to working with Congress to 
stimulate the economy while protecting U.S. 
manufacturing jobs. 

Sincerely, 
SEAN O’KEEFE, 

Vice President. 

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 
OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Washington, DC, May 20, 2009. 

TO THE MEMBERS OF THE U.S. HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES: The U.S. Chamber of 
Commerce, the world’s largest business fed-
eration representing more than three million 
businesses and organizations of every size, 
sector, and region, supports the intent of 
H.R. 915, ‘‘The Federal Aviation Research 
and Development Reauthorization Act of 
2009,’’ which would accelerate implementa-
tion of the Next Generation Air Transpor-
tation System (NextGen) initiative, support 
vital investments in aviation infrastructure, 
and provide for day-to-day operations, main-
tenance and research. However, the Chamber 
has significant concerns with three provi-
sions in H.R. 915 relating to foreign repair 
stations, antitrust immunity, and roll-back 
of the contract between the National Air 
Traffic Controllers Association (NATCA) and 
the FAA. The Chamber urges Congress to ad-
dress these concerns as the legislative proc-
ess continues. 

Improving and modernizing the air traffic 
control system, which is at the heart of 
America’s aviation woes, must be a national 
priority. Congress must act to transform the 
U.S. aviation system to meet the expected 36 
percent increase in fliers by 2015 by expe-
diting air traffic control modernization and 
providing the necessary investment to in-
crease national aviation system capacity. 
The FAA needs to move forward with the 
NextGen initiative by deploying available 
state-of-the-art ground, air, and satellite- 
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based technologies as soon as possible. The 
Chamber believes that H.R. 915 would sup-
port this priority. 

The Chamber supports the robust General 
Fund contribution to aviation programs con-
tained in H.R. 915. Historically, General 
Fund revenues have been used to pay for a 
significant portion of the FAA’s costs and re-
flect the public’s interest in a safe and effi-
cient air transportation system. Throughout 
the FAA reauthorization discussions and de-
velopment of the bill, the Chamber has con-
sistently stated that a robust General Fund 
contribution is key. Specifically, this con-
tribution meets several vital national inter-
ests including: national defense; emergency 
preparedness; postal delivery; medical emer-
gencies; and full implementation of a na-
tional air transportation system. According 
to the Congressional Budget Office esti-
mates, the average General Fund contribu-
tion to aviation programs from 2009–2012 will 
be 32%. With this General Fund commit-
ment, the FAA will be in a position to work 
with industry to meet the public interest 
and manage the impending increase in pas-
sengers and the systems developed to provide 
for them. 

However, the Chamber is concerned with 
three provisions in this legislation. 

The Chamber opposes Section 303 of the 
legislation unless amended to address serious 
international trade concerns. As written, the 
bill jeopardizes many of the 129,000 jobs at 
more than 1,200 European Aviation Safety 
Agency (EASA)-certified aviation repair sta-
tions in 46 states. Section 303 calls for bian-
nual FAA inspections of its certificated re-
pair stations overseas. 

This provision violates the 2008 bilateral 
aviation safety agreement with the Euro-
pean Union (EU), which calls for reciprocity 
of both aircraft certification and inspection 
of repair stations. If this inspection require-
ment is applied to Europe, the E.U. would be 
forced to impose reciprocal requirements for 
European aviation personnel to inspect U.S.- 
based, E.U.-certified aviation repair facili-
ties. This requirement would result in a 
major increase in the associated fees charged 
to those U.S. facilities and could threaten 
thousands of American jobs by making inter-
national aircraft repairs in the U.S. more 
costly and less competitive. Preventing 
these job losses and protecting American 
businesses is simple and straightforward: 
Section 303 should be amended to be con-
sistent with U.S. international obligations 
like the U.S.-E.U. bilateral aviation safety 
agreement. 

The Chamber also opposes Section 424, 
which would automatically sunset existing 
grants of antitrust immunity and prohibit 
renewal unless the Secretary of Transpor-
tation determines whether to adopt new 
standards for authorizing international air-
line alliances and granting antitrust immu-
nity. Alliances provide a way for U.S. air-
lines to serve their customers globally, 
strengthen air carriers’ financial perform-
ance and competitive position, and serve pas-
sengers through more frequent and conven-
ient services and connecting options. Based 
on data from the Air Transport Association’s 
member airlines, this bill could cost as many 
as 15,000 U.S. airline jobs alone, not to men-
tion the indirect effect on employment at 
other U.S. and international companies. 

Finally, the Chamber strongly opposes 
Section 601 of the legislation, which would 
require application of a new dispute resolu-
tion process to the ongoing dispute between 
the NATCA and the FAA. Although the 
Chamber strongly supports and appreciates 
the work the air traffic controllers under-
take every day to make the America’s air-
ways safe, rolling back a lawfully imple-
mented contract and requiring binding arbi-

tration to resolve contract disputes would 
not serve the best interests of the system, its 
users, or the taxpayers. Overturning this 
contract could cause controller hiring to be 
significantly reduced or even terminated, 
and technician hiring to be slowed or elimi-
nated. Undoing the current contract would 
be costly—CBO estimates the cost at $1 bil-
lion—and would divert more of the FAA’s 
budget away from modernizing the U.S. air 
traffic control system. Such efforts would ul-
timately undermine the FAA’s ability to 
modernize the air traffic control system. 

Maintaining, modernizing and expanding 
the infrastructure and capacity of the U.S. 
aviation system are, and will continue to be, 
top priorities for the business community. 
The Chamber looks forward to working with 
Congress to improve this legislation as the 
legislative process continues. 

Sincerely, 
R. BRUCE JOSTEN, 

Executive Vice President, 
Government Affairs. 

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION 
OF MANUFACTURERS, 

Washington, DC, April 20, 2009. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
The Speaker of the House of Representatives, 

Washington, DC. 
DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: The six month Fed-

eral Aviation Administration (FAA) author-
ization extension recently signed by Presi-
dent Obama provides additional time to re-
solve outstanding issues as Congress, the Ad-
ministration and stakeholders work to 
achieve a consensus to reauthorize the FAA 
and its critical programs. We believe that a 
robust FAA reauthorization is critical to re-
building and supporting a modern transpor-
tation infrastructure that meets today’s de-
mands for moving people and goods. How-
ever, the National Association of Manufac-
turers (NAM) would like to note two issues 
of national competitiveness that Congress 
must appropriately address as H.R. 915, the 
FAA Reauthorization Act, is further con-
templated. 

While we enjoy the safest aviation system 
in the world and continue to maintain our 
high levels of safety, the United States must 
seize the opportunity to transition from an 
antiquated air traffic system designed in the 
1950s to a fully modern, digitally integrated 
21st century Next Generation Air Transpor-
tation System (NextGen). The NAM fully 
supports the goals of NextGen contained in 
H.R. 915 and appreciates the designation of 
NextGen as a national infrastructure pri-
ority. However. the legislation must also call 
for an accelerated deployment effort that is 
focused on achieving critical outcomes over 
the next two to five years. The President’s 
identification and $800 million commitment 
to NextGen in the FY2010 budget request is a 
commendable first step hut that funding 
level will not adequately accelerate NextGen 
efforts. Providing reasonable incentives for 
airlines and operators to invest in the nec-
essary technology must he a priority. 
NextGen is not a typical federal procurement 
and a program of this magnitude and com-
plexity requires a steady, reliable, and ro-
bust funding stream in order to be success-
ful. 

The benefits of NextGen are real and the 
opportunity to reduce greenhouse gas emis-
sions, reduce travel times, and provide great-
er system-wide throughput will reap rewards 
for years to come and help keep the United 
States on competitive footing as the nation 
emerges from an unprecedented economic re-
cession. As the Europeans introduce their 
version of NextGen, other nations with grow-
ing air traffic, like China and India, will 
look to the U.S. and European Union to 
guide the evolution of their air transpor-

tation systems. If the U.S. is not perceived 
as the leader in deploying this technology, 
then opportunities for U.S. manufacturers 
and workers will he lost forever. 

In addition to the acceleration of NextGen, 
I would like to bring to your attention an 
issue of great concern to our members who 
manufacture for the aviation sector and op-
erate aircraft repair stations both here in 
the United States and overseas. The bilateral 
air safety agreement between the U.S. and 
E.U. signed in June 2008 will be compromised 
if language contained in Section 303 of H.R. 
915 is enacted as written. The legislation 
calls for semi-annual FAA inspections of its 
certified repair stations overseas. Such FAA 
inspections in Europe will directly violate 
this agreement which calls for reciprocity of 
both aircraft certification and inspections of 
repair stations. 

If H.R. 915 becomes law, the E.U. has stated 
that it will retaliate by imposing a require-
ment for European aviation personnel to in-
spect U.S.-based E.U.-certified aircraft re-
pair facilities twice a year—entailing a dra-
matic increase in associated fees charged to 
those U.S. facilities. Such a development 
would threaten businesses and thousands of 
American jobs by making international air-
craft repairs in the United States costly and 
uncompetitive. Preventing job losses and 
maintaining a manufacturing and a skilled 
labor workforce in the current economic cli-
mate must he paramount. Additionally, if 
the current agreement breaks down to a 
point where it is unworkable between the 
U.S. and E.U., then American access to Euro-
pean markets will be further challenged by 
the re-introduction of a redundant and in-
consistent regulatory structure that will 
jeopardize exports of American aircraft, en-
gines; and other components. The retaliation 
threat from the E.U. is real and we must 
work together to maintain the integrity of 
our existing a agreements with our key trad-
ing partners. 

The United States remains the leader in 
international aviation in terms of safety and 
competitiveness, but our rivals in Europe 
and Asia are not far behind and seek oppor-
tunities to get ahead of the iconic American 
aviation industry. The NAM is concerned 
that H.R. 915 unwittingly provides the oppor-
tunity for our competitors to gain an advan-
tage that will translate to fewer high-skill 
and high-wage jobs in the U.S., less exports, 
and a further weakened aviation industry 
that is already challenged by the current 
economic environment. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN ENGLER, 

President and CEO. 

I yield now to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. BRADY). 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
Ranking Member MICA, Chairman 
OBERSTAR, today I rise reluctantly in 
opposition to the FAA Reauthorization 
Act of 2009. 

I have several concerns about the bill 
that I believe undermine the inter-
national competitiveness of the Amer-
ican airline industry. 

Section 425(e) of this bill would sun-
set in 3 years the antitrust immunity 
for U.S. air carriers that participate in 
international alliances. This provision 
could threaten the viability of our U.S. 
airline industry and hurt customers. 

At a time when the economy is strug-
gling and people are traveling less, it’s 
not wise to further impair American 
carriers’ ability to deliver the best pos-
sible service. Unfortunately, that’s ex-
actly what this provision does, and I 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 02:50 May 22, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00026 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A21MY7.027 H21MYPT1w
w

oo
ds

2 
on

 P
R

O
D

P
C

68
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H5921 May 21, 2009 
hope it is removed before the bill is 
presented to the President. 

Alliances help better serve Ameri-
cans traveling both at home and 
abroad, and allow airlines to pool re-
sources to better deliver customer 
service. When airlines partner to-
gether, consumers have improved book-
ing and connecting options, industry 
competition is increased, and lower 
fares are more accessible. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

Mr. MICA. I yield the gentleman an-
other 30 seconds. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. If U.S. carriers 
lose these benefits because of a short-
sighted sunsetting of immunity, Amer-
ican jobs will be at stake. The Air 
Transport Association estimates that 
we may lose as many as 15,000 U.S. air-
line jobs if this sunsetting occurs. With 
the economy as it is today, we cannot 
afford losing these good American jobs. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield 1 minute to 
the distinguished gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. COSTELLO). 

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. MICA, let me 
just say that when you state that 
Midcoast Aviation will lose 1,300-and- 
something jobs, you’re supposing a lot 
of things will happen here. There is no 
evidence at all that any repair station 
in this country will lose one job. You 
suppose that there will be retaliation. 
You suppose that it will break an 
agreement that we have with the Euro-
pean Union, and, in fact, it does not, 
and I think Chairman OBERSTAR made 
that clear. 

So I think we could stand here to-
night or today and say that if this air-
line went bankrupt or if this business 
went bankrupt, so many jobs would be 
lost, or certain action was taken to-
ward a company, that these jobs would 
be lost. But there’s a lot of things that 
have to happen before one job is lost. 

And as I said earlier, and I will re-
peat again, if I thought for a minute 
that either the repair station in my 
district, and there is more than one, or 
the repair stations in any district in 
the country would suffer as a result of 
this, I would not be supporting the pro-
vision. 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to yield myself 15 seconds. 

So for 15 seconds, I see Ms. Johnson 
in the Chamber, and her district, I have 
the list of aviation centers in her dis-
trict that will lose a total, or could 
lose a total of 1,735 job. Again, job-kill-
er provisions in this legislation. 

I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. SCHOCK) a member of 
our committee. 

Mr. SCHOCK. I, too, rise with con-
cerns about section 303. As the author 
of an amendment that would have 
worked to rectify this job-killing por-
tion of the bill, I went before the Rules 
Committee yesterday and heard from 
our distinguished chairman, Mr. OBER-
STAR, our ranking member, Mr. MICA, 
Mr. COSTELLO and Mr. PETRI, all who 
spoke to the issues of these FAA in-
spections. 

I find yet today on the House floor 
much of the time today is being spent 
talking about this very issue. And I 
first might say that perhaps the other 
430 Members of this body too deserve 
the opportunity to weigh in on whether 
or not this provision is good or bad for 
America, and specifically, good or bad 
for their district. 

I’m not going to suggest to another 
Member that it’s going to be bad for 
their district. I can only speak for my-
self, and I will tell you, it will be. One 
company in my district, it may be 
small, Standard Aero in Springfield, Il-
linois, does $5 million of business, even 
given the economic downturn, working 
on aircraft from other countries. This 
provision that will require FAA inspec-
tions of foreign service stations, 
there’s no question what the result will 
be. The European Union, with whom we 
have an agreement now, will recip-
rocate, will retaliate. It’s not a ques-
tion; they’ve been very clear. They’ve 
said it in public. They’ve gone so far as 
to write a letter to this administration 
and this body stating that. 

When that happens, they’ve also been 
very clear what will happen. They 
don’t have the inspectors to come over 
here to service our stations, to inspect 
our service stations. And as a result, 
our service stations who currently 
work on foreign aircraft will no longer 
be able to. There are over 1,200 of these 
stations, one of them in my town of 
Springfield, Illinois. So this question 
about what will happen is bogus. It’s 
been very clear. 

The argument of safety has yet to be 
justified. The idea that additional in-
spections and duplicative inspections 
somehow makes us safer has been yet 
to be justified. And since this agree-
ment between the European Union and 
our country, which has made our in-
spections process more efficient, has 
been in effect for a number of years 
now, there’s been little evidence to 
suggest that we’re any less safe. 

And at a time when we have a crisis 
on our hands with commuter aircraft 
and an inability within the FAA to 
provide adequate inspections and safe-
ty for the American citizens who travel 
on that aircraft, I would suggest that is 
where our money, our attention and 
the FAA’s time and talent ought to be 
focused. 

I, too, agree there’s much good in 
this bill. But I’m, unfortunately, going 
to have to oppose it because of these 
provisions which will cost jobs in my 
district. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield 2 minutes to 
the distinguished chair of our Water 
Resources Subcommittee, Ms. JOHNSON 
of Texas. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. I rise to have a colloquy with 
the chairman. 

The Dallas Area Rapid Transit, 
DART, has been a leader in promoting 
intermodalism throughout the North 
Texas area region. And the City of Dal-
las plans to construct an intermodal 
connector that will provide passengers 

with an easy connection with the Dal-
las Love Field Airport. And I respect-
fully ask the distinguished chairman to 
work with me to ensure that Dallas 
Love Field Airport receives priority 
consideration for the program outlined 
in section 114 of this bill. 

I want to thank you, Aviation Subcommittee 
Chairman COSTELLO and Ranking Member 
PETRI for your work on this bill, particularly in 
the area of intermodalism as outlined in Sec-
tion 114 of the bill. 

Expansion of passenger facility charge 
(PFC) eligibility to include Intermodal Ground 
Access Projects at Airports is of utmost impor-
tance to my congressional district. 

This Committee cares deeply about inter-
modalism and I care deeply about intermod-
alism. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. If the gentlewoman 
will yield. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. I will yield. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. The provision in 
section 114 establishes a pilot program 
envisioning four to five pilot projects 
to be determined by the Secretary of 
Transportation. I will gradually join 
with the gentlewoman and appeal to 
the Secretary on behalf of the Dallas 
project. I think it makes good sense. I 
think it would be a splendid candidate 
and would be happy to support her in 
advocating for selection of the Dallas 
Love Field project. 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self 15 seconds. 

I see in the Chamber, Mr. Chairman, 
Congressman COHEN. And while he has 
some provisions in this that will do 
much damage to his district, the repair 
station job-killer provision will kill, 
could kill 218, I have a list of the com-
panies, high-paying jobs. 

I yield 2 minutes to the gentlelady 
from Wyoming (Mrs. LUMMIS). 

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to engage in a colloquy with the 
chairman of the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure, Mr. 
OBERSTAR. 

Mr. Chairman, section 311 of the bill 
directs the FAA to complete its anal-
ysis and recommendations for updating 
the aircraft, rescue and firefighting 
standards at our Nation’s airports. I 
agree that the FAA should complete an 
update on firefighting standards, and 
commend the chairman for his dedica-
tion to improved safety at our airports. 
However, I am concerned that the pre-
scriptive language in section 311 would 
unnecessarily create a significant fi-
nancial burden on small rural airports 
least capable of absorbing cost in-
creases. 

Will the chairman confirm that it is 
not the intent of H.R. 915 to saddle 
small airports and rural communities 
with unnecessary unfunded mandates? 

Further, can the chairman assure me 
that he will work with me and other 
Members from rural districts to ensure 
that there is adequate flexibility in 
aircraft rescue and firefighting stand-
ards to account for the unique needs of 
small rural airports? 

I yield to the chairman. 
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Mr. OBERSTAR. I thank the gentle-
woman for raising this issue and for 
yielding. 

I, too, represent a district with a 
large rural area and many small air-
ports. The standards for firefighting on 
board aircraft have not been updated 
for years, and it is time to do that. It 
is not our intent that this updating 
should impose exceptional, unusual, or 
heavy burdens on small airports. In 
fact, the language in section 311(d) 
states that, during the rulemaking pro-
ceeding, the FAA shall assess the po-
tential impact of any revisions to the 
firefighting standards on airports and 
on air transportation service. 

We are going to be very clear that 
they take into account the unique cir-
cumstances. Many small communities 
can share firefighting services with 
local firefighting organizations. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gentle-
woman has expired. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield the distin-
guished gentlewoman another 30 sec-
onds. 

There are airports where that doesn’t 
exist, where that capability does not 
exist. So we will be watching the rule-
making process very carefully. I will be 
glad to work with the gentlewoman to 
ensure that in the process small air-
ports are heard and that in the end 
their concerns are reflected. 

Mrs. LUMMIS. I thank the chairman 
for his willingness to work together. I 
would also like to thank the gentleman 
from Nebraska, Mr. ADRIAN SMITH, for 
his valuable assurance on this impor-
tant issue. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I now yield 11⁄2 min-
utes to the distinguished gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. JOHNSON), the chair 
of a subcommittee of the Judiciary 
Committee. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise today in support of the FAA 
Authorization Act of 2009, which deals 
with international airline alliances, 
which under current law, are eligible 
for antitrust immunity. 

I want to focus on section 425 in my 
limited time. It directs a study on the 
procedure by which these airline alli-
ances are approved and given antitrust 
immunity. It would also sunset all 
such antitrust immunity in 3 years. 
After that time, the airlines would 
have to reapply under whatever new 
standards the Secretary of Transpor-
tation adopts as a result of the study. 

Mr. Chairman, sound antitrust policy 
is a critical part of ensuring that cus-
tomers receive the full benefits of a 
competitive marketplace. As chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee’s Courts 
and Competition Policy Subcommittee, 
I’m committed to ensuring that inter-
national air transportation policy is 
properly reconciled with sound anti-
trust policy. 

I appreciate the Transportation Com-
mittee’s commitment to this, and I 
also appreciate the Judiciary Com-
mittee for allowing us to share in this. 
I thank you very much. 

Mr. MICA. I would like to yield my-
self 30 seconds to respond. Then I would 
like to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE). 

Mr. Chairman, I had my staff compile 
the number of jobs that would be killed 
in the Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture Committee members’ districts. 
The previous speaker from Georgia rep-
resents probably one of the busiest air-
ports and activities in the United 
States, and he has expressed concerns. 
I don’t know how many jobs will be 
killed in his district. In Ms. RICHARD-
SON’s district in California, which is 
suffering from a downturn in the econ-
omy, they could lose 1,015 jobs. 

I will yield now 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE). 

Mr. LATOURETTE. I want to thank 
Mr. MICA for yielding to me. 

I want to commend the chairman of 
the full committee, Mr. OBERSTAR; the 
chairman of the subcommittee, Mr. 
COSTELLO; the ranking member of the 
full committee, Mr. MICA; and the sub-
committee ranking member, Mr. 
PETRI, for bringing us, again, this well- 
crafted bill. It looks a lot like the bill 
that was successfully passed by a big 
margin here in the House during the 
last Congress. Sadly, the Senate 
couldn’t see its way clear to pass it. 

I want to speak specifically on one 
issue. My time on the Transportation 
and Infrastructure Committee has 
come to an end, sadly, but I’d like to 
consider myself an ex officio member 
as we talk about this one issue. That is 
the issue of the air traffic controllers. 
I’m a Republican, and I’m proud to be 
a Republican but I have to tell you 
that one of my great disappointments 
during the last administration is that I 
do believe President Bush was ill- 
served by his advisers who told him to 
declare an impasse in the negotiations 
between the administration and the air 
traffic controllers and to basically im-
pose a contract on them. 

I think everybody on this floor now 
engaged in the debate has been inside 
an air traffic control center and has 
seen these dedicated men and women 
who are peering in the dark at screens, 
controlling 10, 12, 15 jetliners filled 
with 138 or 150 Americans and travelers 
to our country, making sure that they 
get there safely. 

Now, it’s not my belief that every-
body who works in this country is enti-
tled to have a contract that they’re 
happy with. It is my belief, however, 
that everybody who works under a con-
tract, a labor-negotiated contract, has 
the right to be happy about the process 
in which it was reached. This contract 
imposed by the last administration was 
not fair. I give credit to the Obama ad-
ministration for appointing Jane Gar-
vey to move that process forward. 

These people do an important job. 
Some people say they make too much 
money, but I’ll tell you what, that’s 
what you work out in negotiations. So 
they’re entitled to have a contract 
where their representatives sit down 
and, eyeball to eyeball, talk to folks in 
the administration and get this done. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield 11⁄2 minutes 
to the distinguished gentleman from 
Utah (Mr. MATHESON). 

Mr. MATHESON. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise today to engage in a colloquy with 
the chairman, Mr. OBERSTAR. First, I 
want to thank you for recognizing the 
importance of the St. George Airport 
to my constituents in Utah. 

As you know, on October 17, 2008, the 
City of St. George, Utah and the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration broke 
ground on the construction of a new re-
placement airport that will provide air 
service to the over 300,000 residents of 
southern Utah. This is one of the few 
new airports being built in the coun-
try. The total project will cost $168 
million, and airport operations are 
scheduled to begin on January 1, 2011. 

The project is being funded largely 
through Federal grants, covered by a 
letter of intent from the FAA, in the 
amount of $119 million. Unfortunately, 
St. George still needs funding for navi-
gation aids, including an instrument 
landing system. These are critical of 
the safety of operations at the airport. 

I appreciate the committee’s recogni-
tion of Secretary LaHood’s commit-
ment to fully fund the navigation aids 
component of the airport. I remain 
committed, as I hope the committee 
will, to ensuring that the FAA funds 
these important safety enhancements 
by 2010. 

With that, I would yield to the chair-
man. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I want to com-
pliment the gentleman for his vigorous 
and persistent advocacy for the St. 
George Airport. I’m delighted that Sec-
retary LaHood has committed to fund 
the navigation aids for the St. George 
Airport. We encourage him to stay on 
track, and we’ll continue to work with 
the gentleman in pursuit of that objec-
tive. Congratulations on your advo-
cacy. 

Mr. MATHESON. Well, I thank the 
chairman always for his support. 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self 30 seconds. 

Again, the figures that I’m using 
about the job-killing provisions, par-
ticularly on the repair station provi-
sion, are not my guesstimates. These 
are provided by industry. 

I don’t see Ms. BROWN on the floor, 
but my colleague Ms. BROWN and I 
share a district in Florida, its bound-
aries, and it’s estimated that 935 jobs 
could be lost. This is when our area is 
suffering from 10 to 15 percent unem-
ployment, and these are high-paying 
jobs. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield now 2 min-
utes to the distinguished gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. SALAZAR). 

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. Chairman, today 
I rise to enter into a colloquy with the 
distinguished chairman of the Trans-
portation Committee. 

First of all, Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to thank you and Mr. COSTELLO for 
your strong leadership and for improv-
ing the safety of air ambulance oper-
ations. I want to thank you for work-
ing with us on this issue over the last 
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couple of years. I’ve had an oppor-
tunity to discuss my legislation with 
you. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today to support 
your amendment, which includes a sec-
tion that will enhance the safety of 
helicopters to the air medical safety 
community. As you know, there have 
been far too many fatal accidents over 
the years, and I thank the chairman 
for working on this issue over the past 
4 years. 

We have seen three fatal air ambu-
lance crashes in my district. A flight 
crew from Steamboat Springs crashed 
on January 11, 2005. A few months 
later, on June 30, 2005, an EMS heli-
copter crashed in Mancos, Colorado. On 
October 4, 2007, we lost three lives near 
Pagosa Springs. Two of those involved 
fixed-wing aircraft, and that is why it’s 
so critical to improve the safety stand-
ards on all aircraft that provide air 
ambulance services. 

Mr. LUNGREN and I introduced legis-
lation to increase the safety of all air-
craft, not only of helicopters, and of pi-
lots providing air ambulance services. 
Our legislation includes both heli-
copters and fixed wings. 

I would like to ask if you would be 
willing to work with us to include all 
aircraft that provide air medical serv-
ices in the future. 

I yield to the chairman. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Chairman, the 

distinguished gentleman from Colorado 
has been most persistent and vigilant 
on this issue of aviation safety. As the 
gentleman rightly noted, there have 
been a number of air ambulance crash-
es in his district, two of which were 
fixed-wing aircraft. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 30 seconds. 

We intend to concentrate the atten-
tion of the FAA on helicopters because 
the preponderance of the problem has 
been helicopter services, but the FAA 
can and should take action also on 
fixed-wing aero medical service safety. 
Mr. COSTELLO and I will work with the 
gentleman not only to ensure that heli-
copter ambulance service is held to the 
highest standard but also that of fixed- 
wing aircraft. 

I appreciate the gentleman’s persist-
ence on this subject and his knowledge 
on the issue. 

Mr. SALAZAR. I appreciate the 
chairman’s commitment, and I look 
forward to continuing to work to-
gether. 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to yield myself 30 seconds. 

Well again, I’ve talked about the job- 
killing provisions of the repair station 
mandate in this bill. On our small 
Aviation Subcommittee, it has the po-
tential for killing 7,100 high-paying 
jobs in Democrat districts. This is an 
equal opportunity job killer because in 
Mr. PETRI’s district, a gentleman who 
is here in a Republican district, it 
could do away with 850 jobs. I also 
know Wisconsin needs those high-pay-
ing aviation industry jobs. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield 1 minute to 
the distinguished gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. COSTELLO). 

Mr. COSTELLO. I would ask you, Mr. 
MICA: In the figures that you were 
using from Midcoast Aviation and all 
of the other figures you just said, 7,000 
and something jobs in Democrat dis-
tricts on the Aviation Subcommittee, 
are you assuming that all of those fa-
cilities will close, that they will com-
pletely shut down and that every job 
will be lost? 

I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. MICA. Well, first of all, we got 

the information both from the FAA 
and from industry. 

Mr. COSTELLO. I understand. 
Mr. MICA. We may lose that many 

jobs if there is retaliation. 
Mr. COSTELLO. Reclaiming my 

time. 
Meaning, for every single person em-

ployed at Midcoast Aviation and for 
every facility on the list, if our Euro-
pean friends retaliate, all of those fa-
cilities are going to shut down, and ev-
erybody is going to lose their jobs? Is 
that what you’re saying? 

Mr. MICA. Well, we’re not certain, 
but again I’m telling you what the in-
dustry says. We have countless groups 
that have said that this is a job killer 
to the industry. 

Mr. COSTELLO. You’re listing the 
number of people who work at those fa-
cilities? 

Mr. MICA. I don’t know how many 
jobs will be lost. 

b 1500 

Mr. MICA. I would like to yield 1 
minute, if I may to Mr. COHEN. 

(Mr. COHEN asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. COHEN. This is an excellent bill, 
and Mr. OBERSTAR and Mr. COSTELLO 
have done a great job. But there is a 
provision which affects the number one 
industry in my district, Federal Ex-
press, in a way that could be very ad-
verse to my community and to that 
corporation. It lifts them out of the 
Railway Labor Act where they’ve been 
in their entire history and changes 80 
years of case and court law. The Rail-
way Labor Act was created to keep our 
labor moving and have labor and man-
agement in express carrier airline and 
railroad services work in a very special 
way to protect interstate commerce 
and keep it flowing. This could jeop-
ardize that particular situation. 

If we want to repeal the Railway 
Labor Act, that’s one thing, but to lift 
a company out of it specifically is not 
fair when there has not been a hearing. 
My airport authority, my Chamber of 
Commerce, and most of the business 
leaders in my community are against 
the bill for this reason, and for that 
reason, I will have to vote ‘‘no.’’ But 
there is so much good in it, it’s a re-
grettable vote. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. We reserve the bal-
ance of our time. 

Mr. MICA. Can I inquire as to the 
balance of time on both sides, please. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
Florida has 21⁄2 minutes. The gen-
tleman from Minnesota has 11⁄2 min-
utes. 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, I will con-
clude and yield myself the balance of 
my time. 

Again, we’ve worked hard. We have a 
common goal here. Mr. OBERSTAR cares 
deeply about the safety and viability of 
our American aviation industry. 

Mr. COSTELLO shares that concern, 
our chair of the Aviation Sub-
committee. Mr. PETRI, our ranking Re-
publican. We have the leaders of avia-
tion. When I came to Congress, Mr. 
OBERSTAR was the chairman at the 
Aviation Subcommittee. I had the op-
portunity for 6 years during a very dif-
ficult time in the history of the coun-
try from 2001 for 6 years to lead that 
committee. 

Our interest is safety. Now, there are 
very good provisions in this bill, and 
we’ve worked together to put them 
there. There are some hiccups here and 
some things we wish were not in the 
bill. I have great concern about this re-
pair station provision and the jobs that 
it may kill. I don’t know how many. 
All I have is the information. We took 
the information from the districts of 
just the members on the sub-
committee, and it’s 11,000. This is a bi-
partisan job-killing provision—11,442 
just on our small subcommittee in Con-
gress. We can’t take that chance now. 

Now, you heard Mr. JOHNSON, I be-
lieve, from Georgia talk about the 
antitrust provisions. And we’re told by 
the Air Transport Association the job- 
killing potential of that antitrust pro-
vision that was not in the bill that was 
voted on by Congress last time, it’s a 
new provision and a job-killing provi-
sion. 

Our interest here is putting people to 
work and making this system safe, not 
doing away with jobs. So we’ve got to 
ensure that the provisions of this are 
sound for safety, sound for the current 
operations of our Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration system, and sound, also, 
for the future. 

With that, I pledge to work with my 
colleagues because this bill will prob-
ably pass today. I wouldn’t want to go 
back during Memorial Day and say I 
voted, however, for a measure—and we 
just heard Mr. COHEN from Tennessee 
make a plea because this has job-kill-
ing provisions for him—and say this 
may kill high-paying jobs in your dis-
trict. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield myself the 

minute and a half remaining. 
I would not want to come back on 

this floor at some future date and have 
to respond to an air tragedy because an 
aircraft wasn’t properly inspected in a 
foreign repair station that was not 
properly crewed or supervised by U.S. 
personnel. We have the personnel in 
Europe to do the inspections. If the Eu-
ropean community says—and they’re 
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crying wolf, they’re screaming inani-
ties here that they don’t have the per-
sonnel to inspect mutually in the U.S., 
then that’s their problem. It’s not ours. 

But I want to say that the Congres-
sional Antitrust Modernization Com-
mission recently made this rec-
ommendation: ‘‘Statutory immunities 
from the antitrust laws should be 
disfavored. They should be granted 
rarely and only where, and for so long 
as, a clear case has been made that the 
conduct in question would subject the 
actors to antitrust liability and is nec-
essary to satisfy a specific societal 
goal that trumps the benefit of the free 
market to consumers and to the U.S. 
economy in general.’’ 

We are not terminating alliances. 
The language in this bill says that the 
antitrust authority shall expire at the 
end of 3 years. The alliance can con-
tinue. There is nothing wrong with al-
liances, but no one in this society de-
serves permanent immunity from the 
antitrust laws of this country, and that 
is what Bob Crandall, one of the great-
est innovators in aviation history said 
that the antitrust immunity should 
not be allowed. 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Chair, I rise to express my 
concern with the FAA reauthorization bill in its 
current form. 

The FAA Reauthorization bill contains many 
good improvements that will benefit aviation 
and the nation as a whole. However, the bill 
includes a provision that is completely unre-
lated to the FAA and could have the most 
damaging effect on the constituents in my dis-
trict of Memphis. 

I am very concerned about the inclusion of 
language that seeks to change the laws with 
respect to only one company, FedEx Express, 
which is the largest employer in my district. 
The Federal Express Corporation, which in-
cludes FedEx Express, employs approximately 
30,000 hard working Memphians. 

The FAA reauthorization bill, as currently 
drafted, includes a provision that would shift 
the employees of one company, FedEx, from 
coverage under the Railway Labor Act (RLA) 
to governance under the National Labor Rela-
tions Act (NLRA). 

FedEx Express and FedEx Corporation 
have been governed under the Railway Labor 
Act (RLA) since their inception. Some have 
said this change will put FedEx Express on an 
even playing field with competitor United Par-
cel Service (UPS). However, this is not accu-
rate. Unlike UPS, which started as a walking/ 
bike messenger system, FedEx Express has 
always been an air cargo carrier. I can under-
stand why UPS would want their top compet-
itor to be under the same labor laws. How-
ever, the two companies have different origi-
nation histories. 

There are over two decades of findings by 
the Federal courts, the National Labor Rela-
tions Board and the National Mediation Board 
that reaffirm Federal Express is an ‘‘express 
carrier’’ under the Railway Labor Act. The 
Ninth Circuit United States District Court in 
California has also reemphasized this and it is 
the law of the land. 

If it is the intent of Congress to do away 
with the Railway Labor Act that is one thing, 
but it’s another to simply pick out one term be-
cause of one company. There is a long history 

with respect to our nation’s labor laws, and the 
inclusion of three types of entities under the 
Railway Labor Act: railroads, airlines and ex-
press carriers. 

This is a very complex issue that could have 
drastic consequences, which could negatively 
impact our interstate commerce. A hearing 
should have been held in order to have an 
adequate public exploration of the policy sur-
rounding the issue or the effect on private in-
dustry and the nation, or in this case, one 
company. 

Mr. Chair, through my long legislative ca-
reer, I have always been a strong supporter of 
collective bargaining and I have been a long-
time friend to labor. I have stood with them on 
important issues, like minimum wage, Davis 
Bacon, and trade agreements to protect Amer-
ican jobs and support American standards. 

However, this is not about denying workers 
an opportunity for collective bargaining, this 
provision is about switching the jurisdiction of 
a technical term in our labor laws in order to 
affect one company. Because this provision 
was included in the FAA reauthorization bill, I 
was asked by the Memphis Chamber of Com-
merce and the Memphis Airport Authority to 
oppose it. 

The question is one of fairness. Laws 
should not single out a person or a company, 
particularly when the law does not properly fit 
the circumstances. In this instance, making 
this so-called technical change will have a 
devastating effect upon the biggest employer 
in my District. In this already tough economic 
climate, the effects will be felt beyond Ten-
nessee’s Ninth Congressional District because 
FedEx is a great economic presence in our 
country and our world. Now more than ever, 
we need a steady stream of interstate com-
merce, which could very well be disrupted by 
this legislation. Such a disruption could cripple 
our economy. 

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. Mr. Chair, I rise today 
in strong support of H.R. 915, the FAA Reau-
thorization Act of 2009, and to commend 
Chairman OBERSTAR and Aviation Sub-
committee Chairman COSTELLO for their lead-
ership in bringing this bill to the floor today. 
This ambitious legislation will address the 
complex challenges facing our nation’s avia-
tion system, from the way we track our planes 
to the way we treat our passengers. 

I was proud to author a provision in this leg-
islation that would add an important layer of 
protection for consumers who endure unac-
ceptable travel conditions. It came as a re-
sponse to the alarming rate of complaints our 
constituents had over the past few years. 

Clearly, there are problems with our airline 
system. An aging infrastructure, outdated tech-
nology, unrealistic flight schedules, an over-
stretched workforce, and poor weather have 
all been cited as problems. 

It’s true that despite these challenges, lots 
of passengers reach their destination without 
difficulty, and it’s a great compliment to the 
men and women who work at the airlines to 
keep the system moving as scheduled. But 
one can’t deny that many Americans are frus-
trated. One of my constituents sat on the 
tarmac for three hours before her flight was 
canceled and couldn’t board another flight until 
the next day. 

Mr. Chair, the American people deserve bet-
ter. They’ve paid their hard-earned money to 
fly on a plane, so they should get to their des-
tination without serious problems. 

My provision in H.R. 915 will add an impor-
tant layer of protection by requiring the De-
partment of Transportation to investigate con-
sumer complaints for a broad range of issues, 
including flight cancellations, overbooking, lost 
baggage, ticket refund problems, and incorrect 
or incomplete fare information. 

My provision won’t try to reinvent the wheel. 
The Department of Transportation already op-
erates a division that handles airline consumer 
complaints with authority to issue warnings 
and fines. 

What I am proposing is a simple expansion 
of the division so that they have the authority 
and resources to investigate a wide range of 
legitimate consumer grievances. I think that’s 
a fair and reasonable response to the over-
whelming problems the American people have 
endured. 

As we move forward to conference with the 
Senate, I also want to emphasize the impor-
tant safety measures in this legislation. 

Proper safety begins with having enough in-
spectors on the ground. This is a continuing 
concern at a general aviation airport in my dis-
trict, where inspectors are not based at the 
airport, and random and scheduled inspec-
tions don’t seem to meet the airport’s needs. 

Fortunately, H.R. 915 will provide a much 
needed boost in the number of safety inspec-
tors to ensure that every plane in the sky has 
been thoroughly cleared for takeoff. 

This legislation will also hold the FAA ac-
countable to the highest safety standards pos-
sible. Over the last several years, the FAA un-
fortunately had wavered from their core mis-
sion by treating the airlines, and not the Amer-
ican public, as its customers. The results were 
serious safety lapses. In the worst case, 
Southwest was allowed to fly 117 of its planes 
in violation of mandatory safety checks. 

H.R. 915 will create an independent whistle-
blower investigation office to help serve as a 
watchdog, and it will close the revolving door 
between FAA officials and the airline industry. 
Make no mistake: the buddy system between 
FAA and the airlines must end. 

Finally, I am pleased that both Congress 
and the Obama Administration are reaffirming 
our commitment to the dedicated men and 
women who operate our air traffic control tow-
ers. Staffing shortages at many towers are at 
a critical mass, forcing controllers to work 
longer hours and potentially exposing them to 
dangerous levels of fatigue. 

We must turn the page on the old way of 
treating our air traffic controllers and end the 
standoff between them and the FAA. Central 
to this will be a collective bargaining agree-
ment that’s fair and worthy of the men and 
women who keep our skies safe. 

I am hopeful that the current negotiations 
ordered by Secretary LaHood will be fruitful. 
But if not, the binding arbitration process set 
up in this bill will be important. I participated 
in numerous arbitration hearings as an attor-
ney, and I believe this strategy will be a smart 
way forward to a new collective bargaining 
agreement. 

For these reasons, I urge my colleagues to 
support H.R. 915. 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to H.R. 915. The legislation before 
the House today detrimentally impacts Amer-
ican job creation, and will further exacerbate 
the federal deficit during an economic down-
turn. Both effects of the legislation are inex-
cusable while Americans strive to cope with 
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difficult economic times, and I urge my col-
leagues to defeat the bill when it is considered 
later this afternoon. 

The legislation includes two provisions that 
if adopted, will almost certainly lead to job loss 
and the prevention of economic expansion for 
successful American corporations. Primarily, 
H.R. 915 rewrites modern aviation labor law 
by requiring FedEx Express employees to or-
ganize under the National Labor Relations Act 
(NLRA) rather than the Railway Labor Act 
(RLA). Organization under the RLA allows for 
a symbiotic and prosperous relationship be-
tween FedEx Express management and its 
employees, and has been a successful orga-
nizing tool for both since 1971. 

Amending current law to force FedEx Ex-
press employees under the auspices of the 
RLA will almost certainly disrupt the com-
pany’s plans for economic expansion. Accord-
ing to FedEx, the change in law would threat-
en ‘‘FedEx’s ability to provide competitively 
priced shipping options and ready access to 
global markets.’’ Both of these elements are 
critical to the company’s growth over the past 
38 years, and would be detrimentally altered 
by the legislation before the House today. 

Furthermore, H.R. 915 would terminate air-
line code-share alliance agreements between 
airlines and the U.S. Government after three 
years. In so doing the legislation will disrupt 
antitrust protection that is considered critical 
by the airline industry, and threaten at least 
15,000 domestic airline jobs. 

Finally, the legislation authorizes an $84 bil-
lion outlay from a federal budget already 
stretched thin by trillions of dollars in deficit 
spending. This massive spending increase im-
pacts both mandatory and discretionary 
spending, and will only add to the credit card 
tab mounting at an astonishing pace in only 
five months of unified Democrat leadership. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose H.R. 915. 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. Chair, I 

rise today in support of H.R. 915, the Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA) Reauthorization 
Act of 2009. I also want to thank Chairman 
OBERSTAR and the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure as they continue to 
mire in the details of our national transpor-
tation projects. They face not only the reau-
thorization of the FAA but also reauthorization 
of SAFETEA–LU and other major legislation in 
the areas of transportation—I look forward to 
working with them on the many projects going 
on in Texas and my district of Houston. 

Mr. Chairman, as the Subcommittee chair 
for Transportation Security and Infrastructure 
protection, with jurisdiction over TSA; I am 
pleased to see that this Act authorizes $70 
Action for the FAA through FY 2012. 

FUNDING ‘GUARANTEES’ 
Mr. Chair, this legislation amends current 

law that ‘‘guarantees’’ the availability of fund-
ing in the Airport and Airway Trust Fund by re-
quiring that the total budget resources avail-
able from the trust fund are equal to the level 
of estimated receipts, plus interest. The un-
committed cash balance in the trust fund has 
declined substantially in recent years due to 
over-optimistic revenue projections. This al-
lows not only the committee but the Agency to 
ensure committed projects get the funding 
they need. This legislation also: 

Provides for the robust capital funding re-
quired to modernize the Air Traffic Control 
system, as well as to stabilize and strengthen 
the Airport and Airway Trust Fund. It includes 

$16.2 Action for the Airport Improvement Pro-
gram, and $39.3 Action for FAA Operations. It 
also provides significant increases in funding 
for smaller airports. 

Provides $13.4 Action for air traffic control 
including for accelerating the implementation 
of the Next Generation Air Transportation Sys-
tem, enabling FAA to repair and replace exist-
ing facilities and equipment, and implementing 
high-priority safety-related systems. 

Includes a fiscally responsible increase in 
the general aviation jet fuel tax rate in order to 
modernize air traffic control. 

Increases the maximum Passenger Facility 
Charge to $7.00 from $4.50 to combat inflation 
and to help airports meet increased capital 
needs. Based on the needs of the airport, 
local governments and airport authorities de-
cide on these fees, which could raise an addi-
tional $1.1 Action for airport modernization to 
help fill the gap left by the federal program. 

Creates an independent Aviation Safety 
Whistleblower Investigation Office within the 
FAA; also mandates a two-year ‘‘post-service’’ 
cooling off period after FAA inspectors leave 
FAA, during which they cannot go work for the 
airline that they were previously responsible 
for overseeing. 

Requires the FAA to submit a strategic run-
way safety plan to Congress. 

Requires the FAA to contract with the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences to conduct a 
study on pilot fatigue, and update, where ap-
propriate, its regulations regarding flight and 
duty time requirements for pilots. 

Requires airlines and airports to have emer-
gency contingency plans to take care of pas-
sengers who are involved in long onboard 
tarmac delays, including plans on deplaning 
after a lengthy delay. These plans must ac-
count for the provision of food, water, clean 
restrooms and medical care for passengers. 
DOT can fine those who fail to develop or 
comply with these plans. 

This bill will not impede ongoing alliances 
such as United Airlines and Continental Air-
lines by any Antitrust provisions in the bill. 
This is an important alliance to keep U.S. Air-
lines competitive. 

Directs the FAA to meet with air carriers, if 
flights exceed FAA’s maximum arrival/depar-
ture rates and are adversely impacting the air-
space, to ensure flight schedule reductions. 

In 2005 the FAA, Texas Airports Develop-
ment Office selected the Houston Airport Sys-
tem (HAS) as Airport of the Year. The Texas 
Airports Development Office makes a selec-
tion of the outstanding primary-commercial 
service airport each year. There are twenty-six 
primary-commercial service airports in the 
state of Texas—each enplaning in excess of 
10,000 passengers annually. I believe the 
Houston Airport System can achieve this 
again next year. 

As Members of Congress, we are contin-
ually flying back and forth from our District of-
fices to Washington, DC. As a subcommittee 
Chair responsible for TSA and Transportation 
Security I pay particular attention to the safety 
of the employees and the public in our air-
ports. I believe this Act will improve both of 
these issues. Mr. Chair, I proudly support this 
reauthorization Act for what it does to support 
transportation and aviation safety goals for our 
nation. 

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr. Chair, I 
rise today in support of the ‘‘FAA Reauthoriza-
tion Act of 2009’’. The bill that is before us 

represents Congress working together on a bi-
partisan basis across committee boundaries to 
meet the needs of the American people. I am 
pleased that the base text of H.R. 915 in-
cludes the updated set of provisions of H.R. 
2698, the ‘‘Federal Aviation Research and De-
velopment Reauthorization Act of 2007’’, 
which was passed unanimously by the 
Science and Technology Committee in the 
110th Congress. 

I appreciate the leadership of Transportation 
and Infrastructure Committee Chairman JIM 
OBERSTAR and Aviation Subcommittee Chair-
man JERRY COSTELLO and their willingness to 
work with my committee to ensure that our 
provisions were included so that we can 
present this House with a comprehensive 
piece of legislation. I also want to express my 
appreciation to Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture Committee Ranking Member JOHN MICA 
and Aviation Subcommittee Ranking Member 
TOM PETRI. In addition, none of this would 
have been possible without the support and 
cooperation of Ranking Member RALPH HALL. 
I feel that our work together across party lines 
and across committee jurIsdictions is in many 
ways a model of how committees should co-
operate to move important legislation. 

Mr. Chair, in view of the limited time, I will 
not dwell on the many good provisions in-
cluded in this bill. I would simply assure my 
colleagues that this legislation authorizes fund-
ing in sections 102 and 104 for a number of 
important R&D programs related to improving 
safety, reducing noise and other environ-
mental impacts, and increasing the efficiency 
of the air transportation system. In addition, 
the bill establishes important new research ini-
tiatives on the impact of aviation on the cli-
mate, research on runway materials and engi-
neered materials restraining systems, and 
aviation gas, as well as calling for independent 
assessments of FAA’s safety R&D programs 
and its energy and environmental R&D pro-
grams. 

This legislation also incorporates provisions 
intended to ensure that the Next Generation 
Air Transportation System [NextGen] initiative 
succeeds. Everyone recognizes that changes 
are needed to our air transportation system. 
Thus this bill includes measures to address 
the needs of the NextGen system, including 
strengthening both the authority and the ac-
countability of the NextGen Joint Planning and 
Development Office—JPDO—because the 
success or failure of NextGen is going to de-
termine in large measure whether or not the 
nation will have a safe and efficient air traffic 
management system in the future. 

However, it is clear that FAA cannot ensure 
the successful development of the nation’s fu-
ture air transportation system on its own. As 
the establishment of the interagency JPDO by 
Congress in the Vision 100 Act indicates, it is 
going to take the combined efforts of multiple 
federal agencies, working in partnership with 
industry and the academic community, to 
make the NextGen initiative a success. NASA, 
in particular, has an important R&D role to 
play, and that is something that the Science 
and Technology Committee will devote atten-
tion to as we work on reauthorizing NASA in 
this Congress. 

For now, however, our focus is on the FAA, 
and I think that H.R. 915 is a good bill that will 
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help ensure that America’s aviation system re-
mains safe and preeminent in the world. I sup-
port the bill, as well as the manager’s amend-
ment that will be offered by Chairman OBER-
STAR that contains several provisions in the ju-
risdiction of the Science and Technology Com-
mittee. 

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 915. 
Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Chair, I rise today to ex-

press my support for the provisions in this bill 
that would establish a fair process for ad-
dressing contract disputes between the FAA 
and our country’s air traffic controllers. 

Air traffic controllers ensure the safety of air 
passengers every day. I thank the air traffic 
controllers in my Central Ohio district, across 
Ohio and across the country for their hard 
work and dedication to keeping our skies safe. 

In 2006, I cosponsored legislation that 
would have required the contract dispute be-
tween the FAA and the Air Traffic Controllers 
Association to be submitted to binding arbitra-
tion if the two parties did not reach an agree-
ment. Unfortunately, this did not happen. 

The provisions in H.R. 915 are a good start 
and I rise in support of them today. 

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Chair, I rise in support of 
Chairman OBERSTAR and this important legis-
lation—and to address provisions that relate to 
staffing air traffic control towers. 

Safety is the most crucial and fundamental 
feature of America’s aviation system. Experi-
ence is a huge component of safety. This was 
demonstrated by the heroic landing by Captain 
Sullenberger on the Hudson River this past 
January. It was also demonstrated by air traf-
fic controllers on 9/11, when the national avia-
tion system was shut down and they landed 
all planes across the country safely. 

In this decade, we have seen a significant 
increase in the number of air traffic controllers 
retiring. As a result, there has been a need to 
hire and train new air traffic controllers. Our 
aviation system has been forced to hire a very 
large number of new controllers very quickly— 
no small feat, given the high level of skill and 
training necessary to do the job. But we can’t 
cut corners with filling crucial positions. I have 
concerns because the FAA counts controllers 
who are still training and not fully certified as 
staff when determining if an air traffic facility is 
fully staffed. 

According to the FAA’s ‘‘A Plan for the Fu-
ture 10-year Strategy for the Air Traffic Control 
Workforce 2009–2018,’’ Appendix A states 
‘‘These (staffing) ranges include the number of 
controllers needed to perform the work. While 
most of the work is accomplished by CPCs, 
work is also being performed in facilities by 
CPC–ITs and position-qualified developments 
who are proficient, or ‘‘checked out’’, in spe-
cific sectors or positions and handles workload 
independently.’’ For the clarification, CPCs are 
certified professional controllers and CPC–ITs 
are certified professional controllers in training, 
those that transferred from other facilities, and 
developmentals are new hires. 

Trainees are used in the airport in my dis-
trict, Los Angeles International Airport (LAX)— 
the fourth busiest airport tower in the United 
States. According to an April 2009 Department 
of Transportation Inspector General report: 
‘‘As of December 2008 . . . 20 percent of 
LAX’s controller workforce was in training.’’ 
Trainees lack the same amount of experience 
as certified controllers, and these skills should 
not be learned on the job. We need to ensure 
that safety is not compromised at LAX and at 
other towers across the country. 

That is why I support sections, 607, ‘‘FAA 
Air Traffic Controller Staffing’’ and 608, ‘‘As-
sessment of Training Programs for Air Traffic 
Controllers.’’ 

Section 607 authorizes a National Academy 
of Sciences study on FAA’s assumptions and 
methods to determine staffing needs for air 
traffic controllers. Section 608 authorizes a 
study by the FAA to assess the adequacy of 
training programs for air traffic controllers. 

These studies will provide us with informa-
tion to determine if we have enough experi-
enced air controllers staffing our aviation sys-
tem. If we don’t, we must ensure that only 
those with the training and experience nec-
essary keep the flying public safe and fill 
these positions. I want to thank Chairman 
OBERSTAR for his leadership on this legislation 
and for including these important provisions in 
the bill. 

Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Chair, I rise to support my 
colleague from Texas. 

With the continuing emphasis on renewable 
energy programs as part of our national en-
ergy policy, it is unavoidable that we will have 
situations where FAA radars and renewable 
energy facilities, especially wind turbines, will 
compete for prime locations. 

This amendment gives the FAA the execu-
tive direction necessary to address these situ-
ations. 

Under our amendment, the FAA is directed 
to study their radar facilities and review con-
flicts with renewable energy facilities. To miti-
gate these situations, the Administrator is di-
rected to develop an administrative process 
for relocating radar facilities when it is appro-
priate and necessary. 

I ask my colleagues to support this amend-
ment. 

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Chair, I rise in strong sup-
port of H.R. 915, the FAA Reauthorization Act 
of 2009. I would like to commend Chairman 
OBERSTAR and Chairman COSTELLO for their 
excellent leadership on this bill and for their 
continued dedicated service on transportation 
issues. 

H.R. 915 contains a number of critical provi-
sions that will not only upgrade and modernize 
our nation’s air transportation system, but will 
significantly enhance and expand protections 
for consumers and the environment. 

As a member of the Transportation Sub-
committee on Aviation, I was especially 
pleased to work with the Chairmen and others 
to write a number of these pro-consumer/pro- 
environment provisions, which include: holding 
airlines more accountable for delayed pas-
senger bags, requiring airports to consider im-
plementing recycling programs, establishing a 
federal research center to develop alternative 
jet fuels, funding research to eliminate the use 
of lead in aviation gas, and requiring an open, 
competitive process for airport projects with 
the use of QBS. 

Additionally, I am pleased the bill will take a 
close look at the impact of airline antitrust im-
munity on competition and then require DOT 
to adjust its existing policies accordingly. 

Mr. Chair, this long overdue bill will ensure 
that America’s air transportation system re-
mains the finest and safest in the world. And 
I am proud to have been able to work on and 
include provisions that will protect passengers, 
taxpayers, and the environment. 

I would again like to thank Chairman OBER-
STAR and Chairman COSTELLO for their hard 
work on this legislation and urge my col-
leagues to join me in voting for its passage. 

Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr. Chair, as a Congress-
man from St. Louis a major aviation hub and 
a member of the Aviation Subcommittee, I rise 
today in strong support of the FAA Reauthor-
ization. 

Thanks to Chairmen OBERSTAR and 
COSTELLO for their leadership and dedication 
to bring this bill to the floor again. 

A long term reauthorization of the FAA is 
long overdue. We need a four year reauthor-
ization to provide stability to airport develop-
ment projects and modernizing the aging air 
traffic control system. 

This legislation authorizes nearly $70 billion 
in needed investments in FAA programs over 
the next four years to help meet the growing 
demand on our system. The Federal Aviation 
Administration estimates over the next seven 
to twelve years our airlines will carry more 
than one billion passengers. Without ex-
panded capacity airports will not be able to 
serve the increases in passengers. 

Airport capital investment is critical to ac-
commodate growth and improve service. As 
you all know passenger facility charges are 
critical to funding these projects. Additionally, 
this legislation will increase the cap on pas-
senger facility charges from $4.50 to $7.00. 
This increase would generate $1.1 billion in 
additional revenue for airport development an-
nually. 

I am pleased to see a significant increase in 
the Airport Improvement Program. Over the 
four year life of the bill’s authorization this 
amounts to an additional $1 billion in author-
ized funds for AIP. This increase in funding 
will be especially helpful to airports, like Lam-
bert St. Louis International Airport, that are es-
pecially reliant on AIP funding. Also, critical to 
handling the expected increases in the num-
ber of passengers is modernizing our air 
transportation system. 

The FAA Reauthorization includes $13.4 bil-
lion for FAA Facilities and Equipment to accel-
erate the implementation of Next Generation 
Air Transportation System to modernize our 
air transportation system. 

Again, thank you for the time and I urge my 
colleagues to support this transformational 
FAA Reauthorization. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr. Chair, I 
rise today to express my disappointment with 
this legislation, the FAA Reauthorization Act of 
2009. For many years now, I have fought the 
FAA on their so-called New York/New Jersey/ 
Philadelphia airspace redesign plan. This plan 
would redirect thousands of flights per year 
over the houses of many of my constituents. 
This increased aircraft noise affects people’s 
daily lives in many ways. It is more than a nui-
sance. Aircraft noise can adversely affect chil-
dren in schools; the elderly in nursing facilities; 
and families in their homes. Additionally, these 
homes may decrease in value as a result of 
this aircraft noise. 

Proponents of the airspace redesign have 
long maintained that it is necessary to rede-
sign the airspace because a significant portion 
of the delays in our national airspace derive 
from the tri-state area. We have long main-
tained that redesigning the airspace would 
have very little effect on delays but would ad-
versely affect the lives of thousands of people. 

Yesterday, I, along with Congressmen JIM 
HIMES and RODNEY FRELINGHUYSEN submitted 
an amendment to the Rules Committee. This 
amendment would have prohibited the FAA 
from continuing with its implementation of the 
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airspace redesign until it conducted a study on 
alternatives to reduce delays at the four air-
ports considered in the redesign; including 
studying whether reducing overscheduling and 
the use of smaller aircraft by air carriers would 
have a greater effect on reducing delays than 
the redesign. In 2007, the Port Authority of 
New York and New Jersey, who operate 3 of 
the major airports included in the redesign 
submitted a proposal to the FAA with many of 
these suggestions, but the FAA largely ig-
nored it. This was a sensible amendment, but 
unfortunately it will not be considered today. 
Furthermore, an amendment offered by Con-
gressman JOE SESTAK, which would have 
stopped the redesign’s implementation until 
the FAA conducted a cost-benefit analysis— 
something recommended by the GAO, mind 
you—will also not be considered today. 

Mr. Chair, it is imperative that the FAA take 
seriously the concerns of those people on the 
ground who are affected by their actions. I 
urge a ‘‘no’’ vote. 

Mr. BOCCIERI. Mr. Chair, I rise today in 
support of this bill, HR 915. I specifically sup-
port provisions in the bill which will require 
FAA inspectors to monitor overseas stations 
that repair U.S. aircraft. 

Over the years, U.S. airlines have steadily 
increased outsourcing of maintenance work 
performed at facilities here and abroad. Ac-
cording to the Department of Transportation 
IG, major air carriers outsourced an average 
of 64 percent of their maintenance expenses 
in 2007 compared to 37 percent in 1996. 

In order to uphold the highest safety stand-
ards at all FAA-certified facilities, FAA inspec-
tors must be permitted to physically inspect 
foreign repair stations every two years. The 
FAA must hold foreign repair stations and their 
workers to the same safety standards as 
those imposed on domestic repair stations. 
There is simply no substitute for direct FAA 
oversight of work performed on U.S. aircraft. 
Our government should not be outsourcing 
safety inspections to foreign governments. 

Opponents of Section 303 also claim that 
requiring two FAA inspections per year will 
cause the EU to retaliate by conducting recip-
rocal twice-a-year inspections of EASA-cer-
tified U.S. stations. But this is a matter of pub-
lic safety. 

The U.S. has an obligation to ensure that 
FAA-certified repair stations meet U.S. stand-
ards, and we cannot abrogate this responsi-
bility based on threats of retaliation from for-
eign governments looking to protect their own 
economic interests. 

Mr. MACK. Mr. Chair, I rise today to speak 
about the FAA Reauthorization bill. First, I 
want to thank Chairman OBERSTAR and Rank-
ing Member MICA for their leadership and con-
tinued work on this legislation. While we need 
to pass a long-term FAA reauthorization bill, I 
am opposed to this bill in its current form. 

I have significant concerns with the tax 
hikes, new government regulations, and mas-
sive giveaways to Big Labor included in the 
bill. This legislation will significantly raise the 
cost of air travel, through a proposed Pas-
senger Facility Charge or ‘‘PFC’’ tax increase. 
The increase, from $4.50 to $7 per passenger, 
is a 56 percent tax hike and will result in all 
of our constituents paying an additional two 
billion dollars annually. In addition to the PFC 
tax hike, this legislation would also raise taxes 
on general aviation gasoline and jet fuel. Mr. 
Chair, I can’t reiterate it enough: we cannot 
keep raising taxes on the American people! 

In addition to raising taxes and fees, this bill 
overturns the Air Traffic Control Agreement, 
which will cost tax payers more than a billion 
dollars and forces the FAA into a more expen-
sive union contract. 

Mr. Chair, we are at a critical juncture in re-
vamping our air traffic control system. This bill 
does not go far enough to expedite investment 
in NextGen technology. We must create an 
environment that modernizes and updates our 
air traffic control system, increases effi-
ciencies, and ensures safety in our nation’s 
skies. But hiking taxes on hard working Ameri-
cans and more union giveaways does nothing 
to promote these goals. Mr. Chair, I urge my 
colleagues to vote against this legislation. 

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. Chair, I thank the Gen-
tleman from New York for yielding and I would 
like to recognize Chairman OBERSTAR and 
Chairman COSTELLO for their exceptional lead-
ership on this very important bill. 

Mr. Chair, I rise today in strong support of 
H.R. 915, the FAA Reauthorization Act of 
2009, and urge its passage. 

There are many good and important issues 
addressed in this bill: safety, nextgen, con-
sumer protections, and increased funding to 
the Airport Improvement Program. 

But I’d like to especially thank the leader-
ship on the committee for working with me on 
several issues that are particularly important to 
my constituents back home. 

H.R. 915 provides increased funding to local 
governments throughout the country to main-
tain and develop their airports, which serve as 
cornerstones for economic growth. 

As many of us come from and represent 
small, rural communities, we appreciate the 
need to preserve and improve rural aviation 
programs, such as Essential Air Service. 

EAS serves rural communities across the 
country that otherwise would not receive any 
scheduled air service. 

There are more than 140 rural communities 
nationwide, including Cortez, Alamosa and 
Pueblo in my state of Colorado, that rely on 
this program and will benefit from this legisla-
tion. 

And I again want to thank the Chairman for 
working with me to ensure our EMS flights 
meet the highest safety standards. 

Overall, I’m pleased to see the improve-
ments made in this bill and I hope the Senate 
will follow our lead and move this important 
piece of legislation. 

I believe H.R. 915 ensures that we remain 
the world’s safest aviation system, and I urge 
my colleagues to support this bill. 

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Chair, I would like to 
thank the Chairman for accepting an amend-
ment I have offered regarding the need for the 
FAA to take meaningful action to address 
safety concerns at Santa Monica Airport. I ap-
preciate the Committee’s ongoing interest in 
addressing this serious issue. 

Santa Monica Airport is a unique General 
Aviation facility located in my congressional 
district. Built in 1922, the airport has no run-
way safety areas, which are now required by 
the FAA to reduce damage and loss of life in 
the event that an aircraft overshoots the run-
way or fails to lift off. The airport’s single run-
way is bordered by steep hills, public streets, 
and densely populated neighborhoods, with 
homes as close as 250 feet from the runway. 
As flight traffic at the airport has increased, 
particularly among larger jets, so have con-
cerns that any plane overshooting the runway 

would be at great risk of landing in the neigh-
borhood. 

For nearly a decade, I have joined the com-
munity, the City of Santa Monica and the Air-
port Administration to push the FAA to ad-
dress this serious safety gap. While the FAA 
has had discussions with the City, its re-
sponse has at times been marked by delay 
and unfortunate acts of bad faith. Its proposals 
have simply fallen short of addressing the 
safety needs of the airport. Some proposed 
changes could seriously undermine emer-
gency response capability at the airport, while 
others would be insufficient to stop a larger jet 
from an overrun into the surrounding streets 
and homes. 

My constituents and the crews and pas-
sengers that use Santa Monica Airport de-
serve to have the confidence that airport oper-
ations meet FAA safety guidelines and go be-
yond the barest minimum enhancements pre-
viously offered by the FAA. The amendment 
expresses the sense of Congress that the in-
coming Administrator of the FAA should take 
a fresh look at this issue. I urge the new Ad-
ministrator, once confirmed, to swiftly enter 
into good faith discussions with the City of 
Santa Monica to achieve runway safety area 
solutions consistent with FAA design guide-
lines to address the safety concerns at Santa 
Monica Airport. When safety is at stake, time 
is always of the essence. 

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. Chair, I 
rise today to speak in support of H.R. 915, the 
Federal Aviation Administration Reauthoriza-
tion Act. This bill provides historic levels of 
funding for FAA’s critical work to improve safe-
ty, invest in our nation’s airports, and mod-
ernize our air transportation system. 

H.R. 915 will help accelerate the implemen-
tation of FAA’s Air Traffic Control Moderniza-
tion and Next Generation Air Transportation 
System. NextGen will increase the capacity 
and efficiency of our national air transportation 
system, which will help accommodate ex-
pected increases in air traffic. H.R. 915 also 
increases oversight of NextGen and mandates 
that FAA develop a detailed plan for how they 
will deliver results for the airline industry and 
the flying public. 

This legislation invests in our nation’s air-
ports by providing $16.2 billion for the Airport 
Improvement Program. This historic funding 
level also includes a significant increase in 
AIP funding for smaller airports, like many in 
my district. H.R. 915 also makes critical im-
provements in aviation safety, including strong 
air carrier safety oversight provisions and an 
increase in the number of aviation safety in-
spectors. 

I commend Chairmen OBERSTAR and 
COSTELLO for addressing the ongoing dispute 
between the National Air Traffic Controllers 
Association and the FAA over failed contract 
negotiations by establishing a binding dispute 
resolution process and requiring the parties to 
go back to the negotiating table. 

The bill also fixes a long-standing disparity 
in the way employees of express delivery 
companies are treated under our nation’s 
labor laws. This provision will help restore col-
lective bargaining rights to this critical work-
force. 

This legislation is not perfect, but it makes 
critical improvements to our nation’s air trans-
portation system to create jobs and strengthen 
our economy. I urge my colleagues to support 
this bill. 
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Mr. TANNER. Mr. Chair, I rise today to 

thank Chairman OBERSTAR and Ranking Mem-
ber MICA for bringing the FAA Reauthorization 
bill to the floor today. For the most part I am 
supportive of their efforts; however, I must ex-
press concern with a provision in this bill that 
would change the labor status of the employ-
ees of FedEx, a company based in Memphis, 
Tennessee, and important to our regional 
economy. 

FedEx has been covered by provisions of 
the Railroad Labor Act for decades. I am dis-
appointed that this legislation attempts to over-
turn these years of legislative and legal prece-
dent by now putting FedEx under the National 
Labor Relations Act. FedEx was founded in 
1973, and every court and agency to address 
the issue since then has found FedEx to be 
subject to the RLA, because national labor 
and transportation policy mandates that inte-
grated, multi-modal transportation networks be 
subject to the processes of the RLA. 

I do hope the Committee will consider my 
views and the views of those I represent in 
Tennessee, who depend on FedEx staying 
competitive. Because of the adverse effects 
this provision would have, I urge House con-
ferees to eliminate this provision during its 
conference with the Senate. These provisions, 
which I oppose, should stand alone in sepa-
rate legislation so all parties can come to the 
table and offer their ideas and concerns. 

Mr Chair, the complexity of this issue re-
quires further debate from all parties affected. 

The CHAIR. All time for general de-
bate has expired. 

In lieu of the amendment rec-
ommended by the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure, printed 
in the bill, the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute printed in part A of 
House Report 111–126, modified by the 
amendment printed in part B of that 
report, shall be considered as adopted 
and shall be considered as an original 
bill for purpose of further amendment 
under the 5-minute rule and shall be 
considered as read. 

The text of the bill, as amended, is as 
follows: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘FAA Reauthorization Act of 2009’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Amendments to title 49, United 

States Code. 
Sec. 3. Effective date. 

TITLE I—AUTHORIZATIONS 
Subtitle A—Funding of FAA Programs 

Sec. 101. Airport planning and development 
and noise compatibility plan-
ning and programs. 

Sec. 102. Air navigation facilities and equip-
ment. 

Sec. 103. FAA operations. 
Sec. 104. Research, engineering, and develop-

ment. 
Sec. 105. Funding for aviation programs. 

Subtitle B—Passenger Facility Charges 
Sec. 111. PFC authority. 
Sec. 112. PFC eligibility for bicycle storage. 
Sec. 113. Award of architectural and engi-

neering contracts for airside 
projects. 

Sec. 114. Intermodal ground access project 
pilot program. 

Sec. 115. Impacts on airports of accommo-
dating connecting passengers. 

Subtitle C—Fees for FAA Services 
Sec. 121. Update on overflights. 
Sec. 122. Registration fees. 

Subtitle D—AIP Modifications 
Sec. 131. Amendments to AIP definitions. 
Sec. 132. Solid waste recycling plans. 
Sec. 133. Amendments to grant assurances. 
Sec. 134. Government share of project costs. 
Sec. 135. Amendments to allowable costs. 
Sec. 136. Uniform certification training for 

airport concessions under dis-
advantaged business enterprise 
program. 

Sec. 137. Preference for small business con-
cerns owned and controlled by 
disabled veterans. 

Sec. 138. Minority and disadvantaged busi-
ness participation. 

Sec. 139. Calculation of State apportionment 
fund. 

Sec. 140. Reducing apportionments. 
Sec. 141. Minimum amount for discretionary 

fund. 
Sec. 142. Marshall Islands, Micronesia, and 

Palau. 
Sec. 143. Use of apportioned amounts. 
Sec. 144. Sale of private airport to public 

sponsor. 
Sec. 145. Airport privatization pilot pro-

gram. 
Sec. 146. Airport security program. 
Sec. 147. Sunset of pilot program for pur-

chase of airport development 
rights. 

Sec. 148. Extension of grant authority for 
compatible land use planning 
and projects by State and local 
governments. 

Sec. 149. Repeal of limitations on Metropoli-
tan Washington Airports Au-
thority. 

Sec. 150. Midway Island Airport. 
Sec. 151. Puerto Rico minimum guarantee. 
Sec. 152. Miscellaneous amendments. 
Sec. 153. Airport Master Plans. 

TITLE II—NEXT GENERATION AIR 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM AND AIR 
TRAFFIC CONTROL MODERNIZATION 

Sec. 201. Mission statement; sense of Con-
gress. 

Sec. 202. Next Generation Air Transpor-
tation System Joint Planning 
and Development Office. 

Sec. 203. Next Generation Air Transpor-
tation Senior Policy Com-
mittee. 

Sec. 204. Automatic dependent surveillance- 
broadcast services. 

Sec. 205. Inclusion of stakeholders in air 
traffic control modernization 
projects. 

Sec. 206. GAO review of challenges associ-
ated with transforming to the 
Next Generation Air Transpor-
tation System. 

Sec. 207. GAO review of Next Generation Air 
Transportation System acquisi-
tion and procedures develop-
ment. 

Sec. 208. DOT inspector general review of 
operational and approach pro-
cedures by a third party. 

Sec. 209. Expert review of enterprise archi-
tecture for Next Generation Air 
Transportation System. 

Sec. 210. NextGen technology testbed. 
Sec. 211. Clarification of authority to enter 

into reimbursable agreements. 
Sec. 212. Definition of air navigation facil-

ity. 
Sec. 213. Improved management of property 

inventory. 
Sec. 214. Clarification to acquisition reform 

authority. 

Sec. 215. Assistance to foreign aviation au-
thorities. 

Sec. 216. Front line manager staffing. 
Sec. 217. Flight service stations. 
Sec. 218. NextGen Research and Develop-

ment Center of Excellence. 
Sec. 219. Airspace redesign. 

TITLE III—SAFETY 
Subtitle A—General Provisions 

Sec. 301. Judicial review of denial of airman 
certificates. 

Sec. 302. Release of data relating to aban-
doned type certificates and sup-
plemental type certificates. 

Sec. 303. Inspection of foreign repair sta-
tions. 

Sec. 304. Runway safety. 
Sec. 305. Improved pilot licenses. 
Sec. 306. Flight crew fatigue. 
Sec. 307. Occupational safety and health 

standards for flight attendants 
on board aircraft. 

Sec. 308. Aircraft surveillance in moun-
tainous areas. 

Sec. 309. Off-airport, low-altitude aircraft 
weather observation tech-
nology. 

Sec. 310. Noncertificated maintenance pro-
viders. 

Sec. 311. Aircraft rescue and firefighting 
standards. 

Subtitle B—Unmanned Aircraft Systems 
Sec. 321. Commercial unmanned aircraft 

systems integration plan. 
Sec. 322. Special rules for certain unmanned 

aircraft systems. 
Sec. 323. Public unmanned aircraft systems. 
Sec. 324. Definitions. 

Subtitle C—Safety and Protections 
Sec. 331. Aviation safety whistleblower in-

vestigation office. 
Sec. 332. Modification of customer service 

initiative. 
Sec. 333. Post-employment restrictions for 

flight standards inspectors. 
Sec. 334. Assignment of principal super-

visory inspectors. 
Sec. 335. Headquarters review of air trans-

portation oversight system 
database. 

Sec. 336. Improved voluntary disclosure re-
porting system. 

TITLE IV—AIR SERVICE IMPROVEMENTS 
Sec. 401. Monthly air carrier reports. 
Sec. 402. Flight operations at Reagan Na-

tional Airport. 
Sec. 403. EAS contract guidelines. 
Sec. 404. Essential air service reform. 
Sec. 405. Small community air service. 
Sec. 406. Air passenger service improve-

ments. 
Sec. 407. Contents of competition plans. 
Sec. 408. Extension of competitive access re-

ports. 
Sec. 409. Contract tower program. 
Sec. 410. Airfares for members of the Armed 

Forces. 
Sec. 411. Repeal of essential air service local 

participation program. 
Sec. 412. Adjustment to subsidy cap to re-

flect increased fuel costs. 
Sec. 413. Notice to communities prior to ter-

mination of eligibility for sub-
sidized essential air service. 

Sec. 414. Restoration of eligibility to a place 
determined by the Secretary to 
be ineligible for subsidized es-
sential air service. 

Sec. 415. Office of Rural Aviation. 
Sec. 416. Adjustments to compensation for 

significantly increased costs. 
Sec. 417. Review of air carrier flight delays, 

cancellations, and associated 
causes. 

Sec. 418. European Union rules for passenger 
rights. 
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Sec. 419. Establishment of advisory com-

mittee for aviation consumer 
protection. 

Sec. 420. Denied boarding compensation. 
Sec. 421. Compensation for delayed baggage. 
Sec. 422. Schedule reduction. 
Sec. 423. Expansion of DOT airline consumer 

complaint investigations. 
Sec. 424. Prohibitions against voice commu-

nications using mobile commu-
nications devices on scheduled 
flights. 

Sec. 425. Antitrust exemptions. 
TITLE V—ENVIRONMENTAL 

STEWARDSHIP AND STREAMLINING 
Sec. 501. Amendments to air tour manage-

ment program. 
Sec. 502. State block grant program. 
Sec. 503. Airport funding of special studies 

or reviews. 
Sec. 504. Grant eligibility for assessment of 

flight procedures. 
Sec. 505. CLEEN research, development, and 

implementation partnership. 
Sec. 506. Prohibition on operating certain 

aircraft weighing 75,000 pounds 
or less not complying with 
stage 3 noise levels. 

Sec. 507. Environmental mitigation pilot 
program. 

Sec. 508. Aircraft departure queue manage-
ment pilot program. 

Sec. 509. High performance and sustainable 
air traffic control facilities. 

Sec. 510. Regulatory responsibility for air-
craft engine noise and emis-
sions standards. 

Sec. 511. Continuation of air quality sam-
pling. 

Sec. 512. Sense of Congress. 
Sec. 513. Airport noise compatibility plan-

ning study, Port Authority of 
New York and New Jersey. 

Sec. 514. GAO study on compliance with 
FAA record of decision. 

TITLE VI—FAA EMPLOYEES AND 
ORGANIZATION 

Sec. 601. Federal Aviation Administration 
personnel management system. 

Sec. 602. Applicability of back pay require-
ments. 

Sec. 603. MSPB remedial authority for FAA 
employees. 

Sec. 604. FAA technical training and staff-
ing. 

Sec. 605. Designee program. 
Sec. 606. Staffing model for aviation safety 

inspectors. 
Sec. 607. Safety critical staffing. 
Sec. 608. FAA air traffic controller staffing. 
Sec. 609. Assessment of training programs 

for air traffic controllers. 
Sec. 610. Collegiate training initiative 

study. 
Sec. 611. FAA Task Force on Air Traffic 

Control Facility Conditions. 
TITLE VII—AVIATION INSURANCE 

Sec. 701. General authority. 
Sec. 702. Extension of authority to limit 

third party liability of air car-
riers arising out of acts of ter-
rorism. 

Sec. 703. Clarification of reinsurance author-
ity. 

Sec. 704. Use of independent claims adjust-
ers. 

Sec. 705. Extension of program authority. 
TITLE VIII—MISCELLANEOUS 

Sec. 801. Air carrier citizenship. 
Sec. 802. Disclosure of data to Federal agen-

cies in interest of national se-
curity. 

Sec. 803. FAA access to criminal history 
records and database systems. 

Sec. 804. Clarification of air carrier fee dis-
putes. 

Sec. 805. Study on national plan of inte-
grated airport systems. 

Sec. 806. Express carrier employee protec-
tion. 

Sec. 807. Consolidation and realignment of 
FAA facilities. 

Sec. 808. Accidental death and dismember-
ment insurance for National 
Transportation Safety Board 
employees. 

Sec. 809. GAO study on cooperation of air-
line industry in international 
child abduction cases. 

Sec. 810. Lost Nation Airport, Ohio. 
Sec. 811. Pollock Municipal Airport, Lou-

isiana. 
Sec. 812. Human intervention and motiva-

tion study program. 
Sec. 813. Washington, DC, Air Defense Iden-

tification Zone. 
Sec. 814. Merrill Field Airport, Anchorage, 

Alaska. 
Sec. 815. 1940 Air Terminal Museum at Wil-

liam P. Hobby Airport, Hous-
ton, Texas. 

Sec. 816. Duty periods and flight time limi-
tations applicable to flight 
crewmembers. 

Sec. 817. Pilot program for redevelopment of 
airport properties. 

Sec. 818. Helicopter operations over Long Is-
land and Staten Island, New 
York. 

Sec. 819. Cabin temperature standards 
study. 

Sec. 820. Civil penalties technical amend-
ments. 

Sec. 821. Study and report on alleviating 
congestion. 

Sec. 822. Airline personnel training enhance-
ment. 

Sec. 823. Study on Feasibility of Develop-
ment of a Public Internet Web- 
based Search Engine on Wind 
Turbine Installation Obstruc-
tion. 

Sec. 824. Wind turbine lighting. 
Sec. 825. Limiting access to flight decks of 

all-cargo aircraft. 
TITLE IX—FEDERAL AVIATION 
RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 

Sec. 901. Short title. 
Sec. 902. Definitions. 
Sec. 903. Interagency research initiative on 

the impact of aviation on the 
climate. 

Sec. 904. Research program on runways. 
Sec. 905. Research on design for certifi-

cation. 
Sec. 906. Centers of excellence. 
Sec. 907. Airport cooperative research pro-

gram. 
Sec. 908. Unmanned aircraft systems. 
Sec. 909. Research grants program involving 

undergraduate students. 
Sec. 910. Aviation gas research and develop-

ment program. 
Sec. 911. Review of FAA’s Energy- and Envi-

ronment-Related Research Pro-
grams. 

Sec. 912. Review of FAA’s aviation safety-re-
lated research programs. 

Sec. 913. Research program on alternative 
jet fuel technology for civil air-
craft. 

Sec. 914. Center for excellence in aviation 
employment. 

SEC. 2. AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 49, UNITED 
STATES CODE. 

Except as otherwise expressly provided, 
whenever in this Act an amendment or re-
peal is expressed in terms of an amendment 
to, or a repeal of, a section or other provi-
sion, the reference shall be considered to be 
made to a section or other provision of title 
49, United States Code. 
SEC. 3. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

Except as otherwise expressly provided, 
this Act and the amendments made by this 

Act shall apply only to fiscal years begin-
ning after September 30, 2008. 

TITLE I—AUTHORIZATIONS 
Subtitle A—Funding of FAA Programs 

SEC. 101. AIRPORT PLANNING AND DEVELOP-
MENT AND NOISE COMPATIBILITY 
PLANNING AND PROGRAMS. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION.—Section 48103 is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘September 30, 2003’’ and in-
serting ‘‘September 30, 2008’’; and 

(2) by striking paragraphs (1) through (6) 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(1) $3,900,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; 
‘‘(2) $4,000,000,000 for fiscal year 2010; 
‘‘(3) $4,100,000,000 for fiscal year 2011; and 
‘‘(4) $4,200,000,000 for fiscal year 2012.’’. 
(b) ALLOCATIONS OF FUNDS.—Section 48103 

is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘The total amounts’’ and 

inserting ‘‘(a) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.— 
The total amounts’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(b) AIRPORT COOPERATIVE RESEARCH PRO-

GRAM.—Of the amounts made available under 
subsection (a), $15,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2009 through 2012 may be used for car-
rying out the Airport Cooperative Research 
Program. 

‘‘(c) AIRPORTS TECHNOLOGY RESEARCH.—Of 
the amounts made available under sub-
section (a), $19,348,000 for each of fiscal years 
2009 through 2012 may be used for carrying 
out airports technology research.’’. 

(c) OBLIGATIONAL AUTHORITY.—Section 
47104(c) is amended by striking ‘‘March 31, 
2009’’ and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2012’’. 
SEC. 102. AIR NAVIGATION FACILITIES AND 

EQUIPMENT. 
(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

Section 48101(a) is amended by striking para-
graphs (1) through (5) and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(1) $3,246,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 
‘‘(2) $3,259,000,000 for fiscal year 2010. 
‘‘(3) $3,353,000,000 for fiscal year 2011. 
‘‘(4) $3,506,000,000 for fiscal year 2012.’’. 
(b) USE OF FUNDS.—Section 48101 is amend-

ed by striking subsections (c) through (i) and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(c) WAKE VORTEX MITIGATION.—Of 
amounts appropriated under subsection (a), 
such sums as may be necessary for each of 
fiscal years 2009 through 2012 may be used for 
the development and analysis of wake vortex 
mitigation, including advisory systems. 

‘‘(d) WEATHER HAZARDS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Of amounts appropriated 

under subsection (a), such sums as may be 
necessary for each of fiscal years 2009 
through 2012 may be used for the develop-
ment of in-flight and ground-based weather 
threat mitigation systems, including ground 
de-icing and anti-icing systems and other 
systems for predicting, detecting, and miti-
gating the effects of certain weather condi-
tions on both airframes and engines. 

‘‘(2) SPECIFIC HAZARDS.—Weather condi-
tions referred to in paragraph (1) include— 

‘‘(A) ground-based icing threats such as ice 
pellets and freezing drizzle; 

‘‘(B) oceanic weather, including convective 
weather, and other hazards associated with 
oceanic operations (where commercial traffic 
is high and only rudimentary satellite sens-
ing is available) to reduce the hazards pre-
sented to commercial aviation, including 
convective weather ice crystal ingestion 
threats; and 

‘‘(C) en route turbulence prediction. 
‘‘(e) SAFETY MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS.—Of 

amounts appropriated under subsection (a) 
and section 106(k)(1), such sums as may be 
necessary for each of fiscal years 2009 
through 2012 may be used to advance the de-
velopment and implementation of safety 
management systems. 
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‘‘(f) RUNWAY INCURSION REDUCTION PRO-

GRAMS.—Of amounts appropriated under sub-
section (a), $10,000,000 for fiscal year 2009, 
$12,000,000 for fiscal year 2010, $12,000,000 for 
fiscal year 2011, and $12,000,000 for fiscal year 
2012 may be used for the development and 
implementation of runway incursion reduc-
tion programs. 

‘‘(g) RUNWAY STATUS LIGHTS.—Of amounts 
appropriated under subsection (a), $50,000,000 
for fiscal year 2009, $125,000,000 for fiscal year 
2010, $100,000,000 for 2011, and $50,000,000 for 
fiscal year 2012 may be used for the acquisi-
tion and installation of runway status lights. 

‘‘(h) NEXTGEN SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT PRO-
GRAMS.—Of amounts appropriated under sub-
section (a), $41,400,000 for fiscal year 2009, 
$102,900,000 for fiscal year 2010, $104,000,000 for 
fiscal year 2011, and $105,300,000 for fiscal 
year 2012 may be used for systems develop-
ment activities associated with NextGen. 

‘‘(i) NEXTGEN DEMONSTRATION PROGRAMS.— 
Of amounts appropriated under subsection 
(a), $28,000,000 for fiscal year 2009, $30,000,000 
for fiscal year 2010, $30,000,000 for fiscal year 
2011, and $30,000,000 for fiscal year 2012 may 
be used for demonstration activities associ-
ated with NextGen. 

‘‘(j) CENTER FOR ADVANCED AVIATION SYS-
TEM DEVELOPMENT.—Of amounts appro-
priated under subsection (a), $76,000,000 for 
fiscal year 2009, $79,000,000 for fiscal year 
2010, $79,000,000 for fiscal year 2011, and 
$80,800,000 for fiscal year 2012 may be used for 
the Center for Advanced Aviation System 
Development. 

‘‘(k) ADDITIONAL PROGRAMS.—Of amounts 
appropriated under subsection (a), $21,900,000 
for fiscal year 2009, $22,500,000 for fiscal year 
2010, $22,500,000 for fiscal year 2011, and 
$22,500,000 for fiscal year 2012 may be used 
for— 

‘‘(1) system capacity, planning, and im-
provement; 

‘‘(2) operations concept validation; 
‘‘(3) NAS weather requirements; and 
‘‘(4) Airspace Management Lab.’’. 

SEC. 103. FAA OPERATIONS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 106(k)(1) is 

amended by striking subparagraphs (A) 
through (E) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(A) $8,998,462,000 for fiscal year 2009; 
‘‘(B) $9,531,272,000 for fiscal year 2010; 
‘‘(C) $9,936,259,000 for fiscal year 2011; and 
‘‘(D) $10,350,155,000 for fiscal year 2012.’’. 
(b) AUTHORIZED EXPENDITURES.—Section 

106(k)(2) is amended— 
(1) by striking subparagraph (A) and in-

serting the following: 
‘‘(A) Such sums as may be necessary for 

fiscal years 2009 through 2012 to support de-
velopment and maintenance of helicopter ap-
proach procedures, including certification 
and recertification of instrument flight rule, 
global positioning system, and point-in- 
space approaches to heliports necessary to 
support all weather, emergency services.’’; 

(2) by striking subparagraphs (B), (C), and 
(D); 

(3) by redesignating subparagraphs (E), (F), 
and (G) as subparagraphs (B), (C), and (D), re-
spectively; and 

(4) in subparagraphs (B), (C), and (D) (as so 
redesignated) by striking ‘‘2004 through 2007’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2009 through 2012’’. 

(c) AIRLINE DATA AND ANALYSIS.—There is 
authorized to be appropriated to the Sec-
retary of Transportation out of the Airport 
and Airway Trust Fund established by sec-
tion 9502 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
(26 U.S.C. 9502) to fund airline data collection 
and analysis by the Bureau of Transpor-
tation Statistics in the Research and Innova-
tive Technology Administration of the De-
partment of Transportation $6,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2009, 2010, 2011, and 2012. 
SEC. 104. RESEARCH, ENGINEERING, AND DEVEL-

OPMENT. 
Section 48102(a) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (11)— 
(A) in subparagraph (K) by inserting ‘‘and’’ 

at the end; and 
(B) in subparagraph (L) by striking ‘‘and’’ 

at the end; 
(2) in paragraph (12)(L) by striking ‘‘and’’ 

at the end; and 
(3) by striking paragraph (13) and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(13) for fiscal year 2009, $212,929,000, in-

cluding— 
‘‘(A) $8,457,000 for fire research and safety; 
‘‘(B) $4,050,000 for propulsion and fuel sys-

tems; 
‘‘(C) $2,920,000 for advanced materials and 

structural safety; 
‘‘(D) $4,838,000 for atmospheric hazards and 

digital system safety; 
‘‘(E) $14,683,000 for aging aircraft; 
‘‘(F) $2,158,000 for aircraft catastrophic fail-

ure prevention research; 
‘‘(G) $11,000,000 for flightdeck maintenance, 

system integration, and human factors; 
‘‘(H) $12,488,000 for aviation safety risk 

analysis; 
‘‘(I) $15,323,000 for air traffic control, tech-

nical operations, and human factors; 
‘‘(J) $8,395,000 for aeromedical research; 
‘‘(K) $22,336,000 for weather program; 
‘‘(L) $6,738,000 for unmanned aircraft sys-

tems research; 
‘‘(M) $18,100,000 for the Next Generation Air 

Transportation System Joint Planning and 
Development Office; 

‘‘(N) $10,560,000 for wake turbulence; 
‘‘(O) $10,425,000 for NextGen—Air ground in-

tegration; 
‘‘(P) $8,025,000 for NextGen—Self separa-

tion; 
‘‘(Q) $8,049,000 for NextGen—Weather tech-

nology in the cockpit; 
‘‘(R) $22,939,000 for environment and en-

ergy; 
‘‘(S) $16,050,000 for NextGen—Environ-

mental research—Aircraft technologies, 
fuels, and metrics; 

‘‘(T) $1,847,000 for system planning and re-
source management; and 

‘‘(U) $3,548,000 for the William J. Hughes 
Technical Center Laboratory Facility; 

‘‘(14) for fiscal year 2010, $214,587,000, in-
cluding— 

‘‘(A) $8,546,000 for fire research and safety; 
‘‘(B) $4,075,000 for propulsion and fuel sys-

tems; 
‘‘(C) $2,965,000 for advanced materials and 

structural safety; 
‘‘(D) $4,921,000 for atmospheric hazards and 

digital system safety; 
‘‘(E) $14,688,000 for aging aircraft; 
‘‘(F) $2,153,000 for aircraft catastrophic fail-

ure prevention research; 
‘‘(G) $11,000,000 for flightdeck maintenance, 

system integration, and human factors; 
‘‘(H) $12,589,000 for aviation safety risk 

analysis; 
‘‘(I) $15,471,000 for air traffic control, tech-

nical operations, and human factors; 
‘‘(J) $8,699,000 for aeromedical research; 
‘‘(K) $23,286,000 for weather program; 
‘‘(L) $6,236,000 for unmanned aircraft sys-

tems research; 
‘‘(M) $18,100,000 for the Next Generation Air 

Transportation System Joint Planning and 
Development Office; 

‘‘(N) $10,412,000 for wake turbulence; 
‘‘(O) $10,400,000 for NextGen—Air ground in-

tegration; 
‘‘(P) $8,000,000 for NextGen—Self separa-

tion; 
‘‘(Q) $7,567,000 for NextGen—Weather tech-

nology in the cockpit; 
‘‘(R) $20,278,000 for environment and en-

ergy; 
‘‘(S) $19,700,000 for NextGen—Environ-

mental research—Aircraft technologies, 
fuels, and metrics; 

‘‘(T) $1,827,000 for system planning and re-
source management; and 

‘‘(U) $3,674,000 for the William J. Hughes 
Technical Center Laboratory Facility; 

‘‘(15) for fiscal year 2011, $225,993,000, in-
cluding— 

‘‘(A) $8,815,000 for fire research and safety; 
‘‘(B) $4,150,000 for propulsion and fuel sys-

tems; 
‘‘(C) $2,975,000 for advanced materials and 

structural safety; 
‘‘(D) $4,949,000 for atmospheric hazards and 

digital system safety; 
‘‘(E) $14,903,000 for aging aircraft; 
‘‘(F) $2,181,000 for aircraft catastrophic fail-

ure prevention research; 
‘‘(G) $12,000,000 for flightdeck maintenance, 

system integration, and human factors; 
‘‘(H) $12,497,000 for aviation safety risk 

analysis; 
‘‘(I) $15,715,000 for air traffic control, tech-

nical operations, and human factors; 
‘‘(J) $8,976,000 for aeromedical research; 
‘‘(K) $23,638,000 for weather program; 
‘‘(L) $6,295,000 for unmanned aircraft sys-

tems research; 
‘‘(M) $18,100,000 for the Next Generation Air 

Transportation System Joint Planning and 
Development Office; 

‘‘(N) $10,471,000 for wake turbulence; 
‘‘(O) $10,600,000 for NextGen—Air ground in-

tegration; 
‘‘(P) $8,300,000 for NextGen—Self separa-

tion; 
‘‘(Q) $8,345,000 for NextGen—Weather tech-

nology in the cockpit; 
‘‘(R) $27,075,000 for environment and en-

ergy; 
‘‘(S) $20,368,000 for NextGen—Environ-

mental research—Aircraft technologies, 
fuels, and metrics; 

‘‘(T) $1,836,000 for system planning and re-
source management; and 

‘‘(U) $3,804,000 for the William J. Hughes 
Technical Center Laboratory Facility; and 

‘‘(16) for fiscal year 2012, $244,860,000, in-
cluding— 

‘‘(A) $8,957,000 for fire research and safety; 
‘‘(B) $4,201,000 for propulsion and fuel sys-

tems; 
‘‘(C) $2,986,000 for advanced materials and 

structural safety; 
‘‘(D) $4,979,000 for atmospheric hazards and 

digital system safety; 
‘‘(E) $15,013,000 for aging aircraft; 
‘‘(F) $2,192,000 for aircraft catastrophic fail-

ure prevention research; 
‘‘(G) $12,000,000 for flightdeck maintenance, 

system integration, and human factors; 
‘‘(H) $12,401,000 for aviation safety risk 

analysis; 
‘‘(I) $16,000,000 for air traffic control, tech-

nical operations, and human factors; 
‘‘(J) $9,267,000 for aeromedical research; 
‘‘(K) $23,800,000 for weather program; 
‘‘(L) $6,400,000 for unmanned aircraft sys-

tems research; 
‘‘(M) $18,100,000 for the Next Generation Air 

Transportation System Joint Planning and 
Development Office; 

‘‘(N) $10,471,000 for wake turbulence; 
‘‘(O) $10,800,000 for NextGen—Air ground in-

tegration; 
‘‘(P) $8,500,000 for NextGen—Self separa-

tion; 
‘‘(Q) $8,569,000 for NextGen—Weather tech-

nology in the cockpit; 
‘‘(R) $44,409,000 for environment and en-

ergy; 
‘‘(S) $20,034,000 for NextGen—Environ-

mental research—Aircraft technologies, 
fuels, and metrics; 

‘‘(T) $1,840,000 for system planning and re-
source management; and 

‘‘(U) $3,941,000 for the William J. Hughes 
Technical Center Laboratory Facility.’’. 
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SEC. 105. FUNDING FOR AVIATION PROGRAMS. 

(a) AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND 
GUARANTEE.—Section 48114(a)(1)(A) is amend-
ed to read as follows: 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The total budget re-
sources made available from the Airport and 
Airway Trust Fund each fiscal year through 
fiscal year 2012 pursuant to sections 48101, 
48102, 48103, and 106(k) shall— 

‘‘(i) in each of fiscal years 2009 and 2010, be 
equal to 90 percent of the estimated level of 
receipts plus interest credited to the Airport 
and Airway Trust Fund for that fiscal year; 
and 

‘‘(ii) in each of fiscal years 2011 and 2012, be 
equal to the sum of— 

‘‘(I) 90 percent of the estimated level of re-
ceipts plus interest credited to the Airport 
and Airway Trust Fund for that fiscal year; 
and 

‘‘(II) the actual level of receipts plus inter-
est credited to the Airport and Airway Trust 
Fund for the second preceding fiscal year 
minus the total amount made available for 
obligation from the Airport and Airway 
Trust Fund for the second preceding fiscal 
year. 
Such amounts may be used only for aviation 
investment programs listed in subsection 
(b).’’. 

(b) ADDITIONAL AUTHORIZATIONS OF APPRO-
PRIATIONS FROM THE GENERAL FUND.—Sec-
tion 48114(a)(2) is amended by striking ‘‘2007’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2012’’. 

(c) ESTIMATED LEVEL OF RECEIPTS PLUS IN-
TEREST DEFINED.—Section 48114(b)(2) is 
amended— 

(1) in the paragraph heading by striking 
‘‘LEVEL’’ and inserting ‘‘ESTIMATED LEVEL’’; 
and 

(2) by striking ‘‘level of receipts plus inter-
est’’ and inserting ‘‘estimated level of re-
ceipts plus interest’’. 

(d) ENFORCEMENT OF GUARANTEES.—Section 
48114(c)(2) is amended by striking ‘‘2007’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2012’’. 

Subtitle B—Passenger Facility Charges 
SEC. 111. PFC AUTHORITY. 

(a) PFC DEFINED.—Section 40117(a)(5) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(5) PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE.—The 
term ‘passenger facility charge’ means a 
charge or fee imposed under this section.’’. 

(b) INCREASE IN PFC MAXIMUM LEVEL.— 
Section 40117(b)(4) is amended by striking 
‘‘$4.00 or $4.50’’ and inserting ‘‘$4.00, $4.50, 
$5.00, $6.00, or $7.00’’. 

(c) PILOT PROGRAM FOR PFC AT NONHUB 
AIRPORTS.—Section 40117(l) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (7); and 
(2) by redesignating paragraph (8) as para-

graph (7). 
(d) CORRECTION OF REFERENCES.— 
(1) SECTION 40117.—Section 40117 is amend-

ed— 
(A) in the section heading by striking 

‘‘FEES’’ and inserting ‘‘CHARGES’’; 
(B) in the heading for subsection (e) by 

striking ‘‘FEES’’ and inserting ‘‘CHARGES’’; 
(C) in the heading for subsection (l) by 

striking ‘‘FEE’’ and inserting ‘‘CHARGE’’; 
(D) in the heading for paragraph (5) of sub-

section (l) by striking ‘‘FEE’’ and inserting 
‘‘CHARGE’’; 

(E) in the heading for subsection (m) by 
striking ‘‘FEES’’ and inserting ‘‘CHARGES’’; 

(F) in the heading for paragraph (1) of sub-
section (m) by striking ‘‘FEES’’ and inserting 
‘‘CHARGES’’; 

(G) by striking ‘‘fee’’ each place it appears 
(other than the second sentence of sub-
section (g)(4)) and inserting ‘‘charge’’; and 

(H) by striking ‘‘fees’’ each place it appears 
and inserting ‘‘charges’’. 

(2) OTHER REFERENCES.—Subtitle VII is 
amended by striking ‘‘fee’’ and inserting 
‘‘charge’’ each place it appears in each of the 
following sections: 

(A) Section 47106(f)(1). 
(B) Section 47110(e)(5). 
(C) Section 47114(f). 
(D) Section 47134(g)(1). 
(E) Section 47139(b). 
(F) Section 47524(e). 
(G) Section 47526(2). 

SEC. 112. PFC ELIGIBILITY FOR BICYCLE STOR-
AGE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 40117(a)(3) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(H) A project to construct secure bicycle 
storage facilities that are to be used by pas-
sengers at the airport and that are in com-
pliance with applicable security standards.’’. 

(b) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
one year after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrator of the Federal Avia-
tion Administration shall submit to Con-
gress a report on the progress being made by 
airports to install bicycle parking for airport 
customers and airport employees. 
SEC. 113. AWARD OF ARCHITECTURAL AND ENGI-

NEERING CONTRACTS FOR AIRSIDE 
PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 40117(d) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of para-
graph (3); 

(2) by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (4) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(5) in the case of an application to finance 

a project to meet the airside needs of the air-
port, the application includes written assur-
ances, satisfactory to the Secretary, that 
each contract and subcontract for program 
management, construction management, 
planning studies, feasibility studies, archi-
tectural services, preliminary engineering, 
design, engineering, surveying, mapping, and 
related services will be awarded in the same 
way that a contract for architectural and en-
gineering services is negotiated under chap-
ter 11 of title 40 or an equivalent qualifica-
tions-based requirement prescribed for or by 
the eligible agency.’’. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.—The amendment made 
by subsection (a) shall apply to an applica-
tion submitted to the Secretary of Transpor-
tation by an eligible agency under section 
40117 of title 49, United States Code, after the 
date of enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 114. INTERMODAL GROUND ACCESS 

PROJECT PILOT PROGRAM. 
Section 40117 is amended by adding at the 

end the following: 
‘‘(n) PILOT PROGRAM FOR PFC ELIGIBILITY 

FOR INTERMODAL GROUND ACCESS PROJECTS.— 
‘‘(1) PFC ELIGIBILITY.—Subject to the re-

quirements of this subsection, the Secretary 
shall establish a pilot program under which 
the Secretary may authorize, at no more 
than 5 airports, a passenger facility charge 
imposed under subsection (b)(1) or (b)(4) to 
be used to finance the eligible cost of an 
intermodal ground access project. 

‘‘(2) INTERMODAL GROUND ACCESS PROJECT 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘inter-
modal ground access project’ means a 
project for constructing a local facility 
owned or operated by an eligible agency that 
is directly and substantially related to the 
movement of passengers or property trav-
eling in air transportation. 

‘‘(3) ELIGIBLE COSTS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of para-

graph (1), the eligible cost of an intermodal 
ground access project shall be the total cost 
of the project multiplied by the ratio that— 

‘‘(i) the number of individuals projected to 
use the project to gain access to or depart 
from the airport; bears to 

‘‘(ii) the total number of the individuals 
projected to use the facility. 

‘‘(B) DETERMINATIONS REGARDING PRO-
JECTED PROJECT USE.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided by 
clause (ii), the Secretary shall determine the 
projected use of a project for purposes of sub-
paragraph (A) at the time the project is ap-
proved under this subsection. 

‘‘(ii) PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS.—In 
the case of a project approved under this sec-
tion to be financed in part using funds ad-
ministered by the Federal Transit Adminis-
tration, the Secretary shall use the travel 
forecasting model for the project at the time 
such project is approved by the Federal 
Transit Administration to enter preliminary 
engineering to determine the projected use 
of the project for purposes of subparagraph 
(A).’’. 
SEC. 115. IMPACTS ON AIRPORTS OF ACCOMMO-

DATING CONNECTING PASSENGERS. 
(a) STUDY.—Not later than 90 days after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Transportation shall initiate a 
study to evaluate— 

(1) the impacts on airports of accommo-
dating connecting passengers; and 

(2) the treatment of airports at which the 
majority of passengers are connecting pas-
sengers under the passenger facility charge 
program authorized by section 40117 of title 
49, United States Code. 

(b) CONTENTS OF STUDY.—In conducting the 
study, the Secretary shall review, at a min-
imum, the following: 

(1) the differences in facility needs, and the 
costs for constructing, maintaining, and op-
erating those facilities, for airports at which 
the majority of passengers are connecting 
passengers as compared to airports at which 
the majority of passengers are originating 
and destination passengers; 

(2) whether the costs to an airport of ac-
commodating additional connecting pas-
sengers differs from the cost of accommo-
dating additional originating and destina-
tion passengers; 

(3) for each airport charging a passenger 
facility charge, the percentage of passenger 
facility charge revenue attributable to con-
necting passengers and the percentage of 
such revenue attributable to originating and 
destination passengers; 

(4) the potential effects on airport revenues 
of requiring airports to charge different lev-
els of passenger facility charges on con-
necting passengers and originating and des-
tination passengers; and 

(5) the added costs to air carriers of col-
lecting passenger facility charges under a 
system in which different levels of passenger 
facility charges are imposed on connecting 
passengers and originating and destination 
passengers. 

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 

after the date of initiation of the study, the 
Secretary shall submit to Congress a report 
on the results of the study. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The report shall include— 
(A) the findings of the Secretary on each of 

the subjects listed in subsection (b); and 
(B) recommendations, if any, of the Sec-

retary based on the results of the study for 
any changes to the passenger facility charge 
program, including recommendations as to 
whether different levels of passenger facility 
charges should be imposed on connecting 
passengers and originating and destination 
passengers. 

Subtitle C—Fees for FAA Services 
SEC. 121. UPDATE ON OVERFLIGHTS. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT AND ADJUSTMENT OF 
FEES.—Section 45301(b) is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(b) ESTABLISHMENT AND ADJUSTMENT OF 
FEES.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In establishing and ad-
justing fees under subsection (a), the Admin-
istrator shall ensure that the fees are rea-
sonably related to the Administration’s 
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costs, as determined by the Administrator, 
of providing the services rendered. Services 
for which costs may be recovered include the 
costs of air traffic control, navigation, 
weather services, training, and emergency 
services which are available to facilitate safe 
transportation over the United States and 
the costs of other services provided by the 
Administrator, or by programs financed by 
the Administrator, to flights that neither 
take off nor land in the United States. The 
determination of such costs by the Adminis-
trator, and the allocation of such costs by 
the Administrator to services provided, are 
not subject to judicial review. 

‘‘(2) ADJUSTMENT OF FEES.—The Adminis-
trator shall adjust the overflight fees estab-
lished by subsection (a)(1) by expedited rule-
making and begin collections under the ad-
justed fees by May 1, 2010. In developing the 
adjusted overflight fees, the Administrator 
may seek and consider the recommendations 
offered by an aviation rulemaking com-
mittee for overflight fees that are provided 
to the Administrator by May 1, 2009, and are 
intended to ensure that overflight fees are 
reasonably related to the Administrator’s 
costs of providing air traffic control and re-
lated services to overflights. 

‘‘(3) AIRCRAFT ALTITUDE.—Nothing in this 
section shall require the Administrator to 
take into account aircraft altitude in estab-
lishing any fee for aircraft operations in en 
route or oceanic airspace. 

‘‘(4) COSTS DEFINED.—In this subsection, 
the term ‘costs’ includes those costs associ-
ated with the operation, maintenance, leas-
ing costs, and overhead expenses of the serv-
ices provided and the facilities and equip-
ment used in such services, including the 
projected costs for the period during which 
the services will be provided. 

‘‘(5) PUBLICATION; COMMENT.—The Adminis-
trator shall publish in the Federal Register 
any fee schedule under this section, includ-
ing any adjusted overflight fee schedule, and 
the associated collection process as an in-
terim final rule, pursuant to which public 
comment will be sought and a final rule 
issued.’’. 

(b) ADJUSTMENTS.—Section 45301 is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(e) ADJUSTMENTS.—In addition to adjust-
ments under subsection (b), the Adminis-
trator may periodically adjust the fees es-
tablished under this section.’’. 

SEC. 122. REGISTRATION FEES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 453 is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘§ 45305. Registration, certification, and re-
lated fees 

‘‘(a) GENERAL AUTHORITY AND FEES.—Sub-
ject to subsection (b), the Administrator of 
the Federal Aviation Administration shall 
establish the following fees for services and 
activities of the Administration: 

‘‘(1) $130 for registering an aircraft. 
‘‘(2) $45 for replacing an aircraft registra-

tion. 
‘‘(3) $130 for issuing an original dealer’s air-

craft certificate. 
‘‘(4) $105 for issuing an aircraft certificate 

(other than an original dealer’s aircraft cer-
tificate). 

‘‘(5) $80 for issuing a special registration 
number. 

‘‘(6) $50 for issuing a renewal of a special 
registration number. 

‘‘(7) $130 for recording a security interest 
in an aircraft or aircraft part. 

‘‘(8) $50 for issuing an airman certificate. 
‘‘(9) $25 for issuing a replacement airman 

certificate. 
‘‘(10) $42 for issuing an airman medical cer-

tificate. 

‘‘(11) $100 for providing a legal opinion per-
taining to aircraft registration or recorda-
tion. 

‘‘(b) LIMITATION ON COLLECTION.—No fee 
may be collected under this section unless 
the expenditure of the fee to pay the costs of 
activities and services for which the fee is 
imposed is provided for in advance in an ap-
propriations Act. 

‘‘(c) FEES CREDITED AS OFFSETTING COLLEC-
TIONS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 
3302 of title 31, any fee authorized to be col-
lected under this section shall— 

‘‘(A) be credited as offsetting collections to 
the account that finances the activities and 
services for which the fee is imposed; 

‘‘(B) be available for expenditure only to 
pay the costs of activities and services for 
which the fee is imposed; and 

‘‘(C) remain available until expended. 
‘‘(2) CONTINUING APPROPRIATIONS.—The Ad-

ministrator may continue to assess, collect, 
and spend fees established under this section 
during any period in which the funding for 
the Federal Aviation Administration is pro-
vided under an Act providing continuing ap-
propriations in lieu of the Administration’s 
regular appropriations. 

‘‘(3) ADJUSTMENTS.—The Administrator 
shall periodically adjust the fees established 
by subsection (a) when cost data from the 
cost accounting system developed pursuant 
to section 45303(e) reveal that the cost of pro-
viding the service is higher or lower than the 
cost data that were used to establish the fee 
then in effect.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for chapter 453 is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 
‘‘45305. Registration, certification, and re-

lated fees.’’. 
(c) FEES INVOLVING AIRCRAFT NOT PRO-

VIDING AIR TRANSPORTATION.—Section 
45302(e) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘A fee’’ and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A fee’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) EFFECT OF IMPOSITION OF OTHER FEES.— 

A fee may not be imposed for a service or ac-
tivity under this section during any period 
in which a fee for the same service or activ-
ity is imposed under section 45305.’’. 

Subtitle D—AIP Modifications 
SEC. 131. AMENDMENTS TO AIP DEFINITIONS. 

(a) AIRPORT DEVELOPMENT.—Section 
47102(3) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (B)(iv) by striking ‘‘20’’ 
and inserting ‘‘9’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(M) construction of mobile refueler park-

ing within a fuel farm at a nonprimary air-
port meeting the requirements of section 
112.8 of title 40, Code of Federal Regulations. 

‘‘(N) terminal development under section 
47119(a). 

‘‘(O) acquiring and installing facilities and 
equipment to provide air conditioning, heat-
ing, or electric power from terminal-based, 
non-exclusive use facilities to aircraft 
parked at a public use airport for the pur-
pose of reducing energy use or harmful emis-
sions as compared to the provision of such 
air conditioning, heating, or electric power 
from aircraft-based systems.’’. 

(b) AIRPORT PLANNING.—Section 47102(5) is 
amended by inserting before the period at 
the end the following: ‘‘, developing an envi-
ronmental management system’’. 

(c) GENERAL AVIATION AIRPORT.—Section 
47102 is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (23) 
through (25) as paragraphs (25) through (27), 
respectively; 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (8) through 
(22) as paragraphs (9) through (23), respec-
tively; and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (7) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(8) ‘general aviation airport’ means a pub-
lic airport that is located in a State and 
that, as determined by the Secretary— 

‘‘(A) does not have scheduled service; or 
‘‘(B) has scheduled service with less that 

2,500 passenger boardings each year.’’. 
(d) REVENUE PRODUCING AERONAUTICAL 

SUPPORT FACILITIES.—Section 47102 is 
amended by inserting after paragraph (23) (as 
redesignated by subsection (c)(2) of this sec-
tion) the following: 

‘‘(24) ‘revenue producing aeronautical sup-
port facilities’ means fuel farms, hangar 
buildings, self-service credit card aero-
nautical fueling systems, airplane wash 
racks, major rehabilitation of a hangar 
owned by a sponsor, or other aeronautical 
support facilities that the Secretary deter-
mines will increase the revenue producing 
ability of the airport.’’. 

(e) TERMINAL DEVELOPMENT.—Section 47102 
is further amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(28) ‘terminal development’ means— 
‘‘(A) development of— 
‘‘(i) an airport passenger terminal building, 

including terminal gates; 
‘‘(ii) access roads servicing exclusively air-

port traffic that leads directly to or from an 
airport passenger terminal building; and 

‘‘(iii) walkways that lead directly to or 
from an airport passenger terminal building; 
and 

‘‘(B) the cost of a vehicle described in sec-
tion 47119(a)(1)(B).’’. 
SEC. 132. SOLID WASTE RECYCLING PLANS. 

(a) AIRPORT PLANNING.—Section 47102(5) (as 
amended by section 131(b) of this Act) is 
amended by inserting before the period at 
the end the following: ‘‘, and planning to 
minimize the generation of, and to recycle, 
airport solid waste in a manner that is con-
sistent with applicable State and local recy-
cling laws’’. 

(b) MASTER PLAN.—Section 47106(a) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of para-
graph (4); 

(2) by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (5) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(6) in any case in which the project is for 

an airport that has an airport master plan, 
the master plan addresses the feasibility of 
solid waste recycling at the airport and 
minimizing the generation of solid waste at 
the airport.’’. 
SEC. 133. AMENDMENTS TO GRANT ASSURANCES. 

(a) GENERAL WRITTEN ASSURANCES.—Sec-
tion 47107(a)(16)(D)(ii) is amended by insert-
ing before the semicolon at the end the fol-
lowing: ‘‘, except in the case of a relocation 
or replacement of an existing airport facility 
that meets the conditions of section 
47110(d)’’. 

(b) WRITTEN ASSURANCES ON ACQUIRING 
LAND.— 

(1) USE OF PROCEEDS.—Section 
47107(c)(2)(A)(iii) is amended by striking 
‘‘paid to the Secretary’’ and all that follows 
before the semicolon and inserting ‘‘rein-
vested in another project at the airport or 
transferred to another airport as the Sec-
retary prescribes under paragraph (4)’’. 

(2) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.—Section 47107(c) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(4) PRIORITIES FOR REINVESTMENT.—In ap-
proving the reinvestment or transfer of pro-
ceeds under subsection (c)(2)(A)(iii), the Sec-
retary shall give preference, in descending 
order, to the following actions: 

‘‘(A) Reinvestment in an approved noise 
compatibility project. 

‘‘(B) Reinvestment in an approved project 
that is eligible for funding under section 
47117(e). 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 04:14 May 22, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00038 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A21MY7.045 H21MYPT1w
w

oo
ds

2 
on

 P
R

O
D

P
C

68
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H5933 May 21, 2009 
‘‘(C) Reinvestment in an approved airport 

development project that is eligible for fund-
ing under section 47114, 47115, or 47117. 

‘‘(D) Transfer to a sponsor of another pub-
lic airport to be reinvested in an approved 
noise compatibility project at such airport. 

‘‘(E) Payment to the Secretary for deposit 
in the Airport and Airway Trust Fund.’’. 

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—Section 
47107(c)(2)(B)(iii) is amended by striking ‘‘the 
Fund’’ and inserting ‘‘the Airport and Air-
way Trust Fund established under section 
9502 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (26 
U.S.C. 9502)’’. 
SEC. 134. GOVERNMENT SHARE OF PROJECT 

COSTS. 
Section 47109 is amended— 
(1) in subsection (a) by striking ‘‘provided 

in subsection (b) or subsection (c) of this sec-
tion’’ and inserting ‘‘otherwise specifically 
provided in this section’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(e) SPECIAL RULE FOR TRANSITION FROM 

SMALL HUB TO MEDIUM HUB STATUS.—If the 
status of a small hub airport changes to a 
medium hub airport, the Government’s share 
of allowable project costs for the airport 
may not exceed 90 percent for the first 2 fis-
cal years following such change in hub sta-
tus. 

‘‘(f) SPECIAL RULE FOR ECONOMICALLY DE-
PRESSED COMMUNITIES.—The Government’s 
share of allowable project costs shall be 95 
percent for a project at an airport that— 

‘‘(1) is receiving subsidized air service 
under subchapter II of chapter 417; and 

‘‘(2) is located in an area that meets one or 
more of the criteria established in section 
301(a) of the Public Works and Economic De-
velopment Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3161(a)), as 
determined by the Secretary of Commerce.’’. 
SEC. 135. AMENDMENTS TO ALLOWABLE COSTS. 

(a) ALLOWABLE PROJECT COSTS.—Section 
47110(b)(2)(D) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(D) if the cost is for airport development 
and is incurred before execution of the grant 
agreement, but in the same fiscal year as 
execution of the grant agreement, and if— 

‘‘(i) the cost was incurred before execution 
of the grant agreement due to the short con-
struction season in the vicinity of the air-
port; 

‘‘(ii) the cost is in accordance with an air-
port layout plan approved by the Secretary 
and with all statutory and administrative re-
quirements that would have been applicable 
to the project if the project had been carried 
out after execution of the grant agreement; 

‘‘(iii) the sponsor notifies the Secretary be-
fore authorizing work to commence on the 
project; and 

‘‘(iv) the sponsor’s decision to proceed with 
the project in advance of execution of the 
grant agreement does not affect the priority 
assigned to the project by the Secretary for 
the allocation of discretionary funds;’’. 

(b) RELOCATION OF AIRPORT-OWNED FACILI-
TIES.—Section 47110(d) is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(d) RELOCATION OF AIRPORT-OWNED FACILI-
TIES.—The Secretary may determine that 
the costs of relocating or replacing an air-
port-owned facility are allowable for an air-
port development project at an airport only 
if— 

‘‘(1) the Government’s share of such costs 
will be paid with funds apportioned to the 
airport sponsor under section 47114(c)(1) or 
47114(d); 

‘‘(2) the Secretary determines that the re-
location or replacement is required due to a 
change in the Secretary’s design standards; 
and 

‘‘(3) the Secretary determines that the 
change is beyond the control of the airport 
sponsor.’’. 

(c) NONPRIMARY AIRPORTS.—Section 
47110(h) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘construction of’’ before 
‘‘revenue producing’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘, including fuel farms and 
hangars,’’. 
SEC. 136. UNIFORM CERTIFICATION TRAINING 

FOR AIRPORT CONCESSIONS UNDER 
DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS ENTER-
PRISE PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 47107(e) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by redesignating paragraph (8) as para-
graph (9); and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (7) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(8) MANDATORY TRAINING PROGRAM FOR 
AIRPORT CONCESSIONS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 
after the date of enactment of the FAA Re-
authorization Act of 2009, the Secretary shall 
establish a mandatory training program for 
persons described in subparagraph (C) on the 
certification of whether a small business 
concern in airport concessions qualifies as a 
small business concern owned and controlled 
by a socially and economically disadvan-
taged individual for purposes of paragraph 
(1). 

‘‘(B) IMPLEMENTATION.—The training pro-
gram may be implemented by one or more 
private entities approved by the Secretary. 

‘‘(C) PARTICIPANTS.—A person referred to 
in paragraph (1) is an official or agent of an 
airport owner or operator who is required to 
provide a written assurance under paragraph 
(1) that the airport owner or operator will 
meet the percentage goal of paragraph (1) or 
who is responsible for determining whether 
or not a small business concern in airport 
concessions qualifies as a small business con-
cern owned and controlled by a socially and 
economically disadvantaged individual for 
purposes of paragraph (1). 

‘‘(D) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as may be necessary to carry out this 
paragraph.’’. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 24 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives, the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate, and other appropriate commit-
tees of Congress a report on the results of 
the training program conducted under the 
amendment made by subsection (a). 
SEC. 137. PREFERENCE FOR SMALL BUSINESS 

CONCERNS OWNED AND CON-
TROLLED BY DISABLED VETERANS. 

Section 47112(c) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(3) A contract involving labor for car-
rying out an airport development project 
under a grant agreement under this sub-
chapter must require that a preference be 
given to the use of small business concerns 
(as defined in section 3 of the Small Business 
Act (15 U.S.C. 1632)) owned and controlled by 
disabled veterans.’’. 
SEC. 138. MINORITY AND DISADVANTAGED BUSI-

NESS PARTICIPATION. 
Section 47113 is amended by adding at the 

end the following: 
‘‘(e) PERSONAL NET WORTH CAP.— 
‘‘(1) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this sub-
section, the Secretary shall issue final regu-
lations to adjust the personal net worth cap 
used in determining whether an individual is 
economically disadvantaged for purposes of 
qualifying under the definition contained in 
subsection (a)(2). The regulations shall cor-
rect for the impact of inflation since the 
Small Business Administration established 
the personal net worth cap at $750,000 in 1989. 

‘‘(2) ANNUAL ADJUSTMENT.—Following the 
initial adjustment under paragraph (1), the 
Secretary shall adjust, on June 30 of each 

year thereafter, the personal net worth cap 
to account for changes, occurring in the pre-
ceding 12-month period, in the Consumer 
Price Index of All Urban Consumers (United 
States city average, all items) published by 
the Secretary of Labor.’’. 
SEC. 139. CALCULATION OF STATE APPORTION-

MENT FUND. 

Section 47114(d) is amended— 
(1) in paragraph (2)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘Except as provided in 

paragraph (3), the Secretary’’ and inserting 
‘‘The Secretary’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘18.5 percent’’ and inserting 
‘‘10 percent’’; and 

(2) by striking paragraph (3) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(3) ADDITIONAL AMOUNT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In addition to amounts 

apportioned under paragraph (2), and subject 
to subparagraph (B), the Secretary shall ap-
portion to each airport, excluding primary 
airports but including reliever and nonpri-
mary commercial service airports, in States 
the lesser of— 

‘‘(i) $150,000; or 
‘‘(ii) 1⁄5 of the most recently published esti-

mate of the 5-year costs for airport improve-
ment for the airport, as listed in the na-
tional plan of integrated airport systems de-
veloped by the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion under section 47103. 

‘‘(B) REDUCTION.—In any fiscal year in 
which the total amount made available for 
apportionment under paragraph (2) is less 
than $300,000,000, the Secretary shall reduce, 
on a prorated basis, the amount to be appor-
tioned under subparagraph (A) and make 
such reduction available to be apportioned 
under paragraph (2), so as to apportion under 
paragraph (2) a minimum of $300,000,000.’’. 
SEC. 140. REDUCING APPORTIONMENTS. 

Section 47114(f)(1) is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of subpara-

graph (A); 
(2) in subparagraph (B)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘except as provided by 

subparagraph (C),’’ before ‘‘in the case’’; and 
(B) by striking the period at the end and 

inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(C) in the case of a charge of more than 

$4.50 imposed by the sponsor of an airport en-
planing at least one percent of the total 
number of boardings each year in the United 
States, 100 percent of the projected revenues 
from the charge in the fiscal year but not 
more than 100 percent of the amount that 
otherwise would be apportioned under this 
section.’’. 
SEC. 141. MINIMUM AMOUNT FOR DISCRE-

TIONARY FUND. 

Section 47115(g)(1) is amended by striking 
‘‘sum of—’’ and all that follows through the 
period at the end of subparagraph (B) and in-
serting ‘‘sum of $520,000,000.’’. 
SEC. 142. MARSHALL ISLANDS, MICRONESIA, AND 

PALAU. 

Section 47115(j) is amended by striking 
‘‘fiscal years 2004 through 2008, and for the 
portion of fiscal year 2009 ending before April 
1, 2009,’’ and inserting, ‘‘fiscal years 2008 
through 2012,’’. 
SEC. 143. USE OF APPORTIONED AMOUNTS. 

Section 47117(e)(1)(A) is amended— 
(1) in the first sentence— 
(A) by striking ‘‘35 percent’’ and inserting 

‘‘$300,000,000’’; 
(B) by striking ‘‘and’’ after ‘‘47141,’’; and 
(C) by inserting before the period at the 

end the following: ‘‘, and for water quality 
mitigation projects to comply with the Fed-
eral Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 
1251 et seq.) as approved in an environmental 
record of decision for an airport development 
project under this title’’; and 
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(2) in the second sentence by striking 

‘‘such 35 percent requirement is’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘the requirements of the preceding sen-
tence are’’. 
SEC. 144. SALE OF PRIVATE AIRPORT TO PUBLIC 

SPONSOR. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 47133(b) is amend-

ed— 
(1) by striking ‘‘Subsection (a) shall not 

apply if’’ and inserting the following: 
‘‘(1) PRIOR LAWS AND AGREEMENTS.—Sub-

section (a) shall not apply if’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) SALE OF PRIVATE AIRPORT TO PUBLIC 

SPONSOR.—In the case of a privately owned 
airport, subsection (a) shall not apply to the 
proceeds from the sale of the airport to a 
public sponsor if— 

‘‘(A) the sale is approved by the Secretary; 
‘‘(B) funding is provided under this subtitle 

for any portion of the public sponsor’s acqui-
sition of airport land; and 

‘‘(C) an amount equal to the remaining 
unamortized portion of any airport improve-
ment grant made to that airport for purposes 
other than land acquisition, amortized over 
a 20-year period, plus an amount equal to the 
Federal share of the current fair market 
value of any land acquired with an airport 
improvement grant made to that airport on 
or after October 1, 1996, is repaid to the Sec-
retary by the private owner. 

‘‘(3) TREATMENT OF REPAYMENTS.—Repay-
ments referred to in paragraph (2)(C) shall be 
treated as a recovery of prior year obliga-
tions.’’. 

(b) APPLICABILITY TO GRANTS.—The amend-
ments made by subsection (a) shall apply to 
grants issued on or after October 1, 1996. 
SEC. 145. AIRPORT PRIVATIZATION PILOT PRO-

GRAM. 
(a) APPROVAL REQUIREMENTS.—Section 

47134 is amended in subsections (b)(1)(A)(i), 
(b)(1)(A)(ii), (c)(4)(A), and (c)(4)(B) by strik-
ing ‘‘65 percent’’ each place it appears and 
inserting ‘‘75 percent’’. 

(b) PROHIBITION ON RECEIPT OF FUNDS.— 
(1) SECTION 47134.—Section 47134 is amended 

by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(n) PROHIBITION ON RECEIPT OF CERTAIN 

FUNDS.—An airport receiving an exemption 
under subsection (b) shall be prohibited from 
receiving apportionments under section 47114 
or discretionary funds under section 47115.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 
47134(g) is amended— 

(A) in the subsection heading by striking 
‘‘APPORTIONMENTS;’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1) by striking the semi-
colon at the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; 

(C) by striking paragraph (2); and 
(D) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-

graph (2). 
(c) FEDERAL SHARE OF PROJECT COSTS.— 

Section 47109(a) is amended— 
(1) by striking the semicolon at the end of 

paragraph (3) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; 
(2) by striking paragraph (4); and 
(3) by redesignating paragraph (5) as para-

graph (4). 
SEC. 146. AIRPORT SECURITY PROGRAM. 

(a) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—Section 47137(a) 
is amended by inserting ‘‘, in consultation 
with the Secretary of Homeland Security,’’ 
after ‘‘Transportation’’. 

(b) IMPLEMENTATION.—Section 47137(b) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(b) IMPLEMENTATION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out this sec-

tion, the Secretary of Transportation shall 
provide funding through a grant, contract, or 
another agreement described in section 
106(l)(6) to a nonprofit consortium that— 

‘‘(A) is composed of public and private per-
sons, including an airport sponsor; and 

‘‘(B) has at least 10 years of demonstrated 
experience in testing and evaluating anti- 
terrorist technologies at airports. 

‘‘(2) PROJECT SELECTION.—The Secretary 
shall select projects under this subsection 
that— 

‘‘(A) evaluate and test the benefits of inno-
vative aviation security systems or related 
technology, including explosives detection 
systems, for the purpose of improving avia-
tion and aircraft physical security, access 
control, and passenger and baggage screen-
ing; and 

‘‘(B) provide testing and evaluation of air-
port security systems and technology in an 
operational, testbed environment.’’. 

(c) MATCHING SHARE.—Section 47137(c) is 
amended by inserting after ‘‘section 47109’’ 
the following: ‘‘or any other provision of 
law’’. 

(d) ADMINISTRATION.—Section 47137(e) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘The Secretary may enter into an agreement 
in accordance with section 106(m) to provide 
for the administration of any project under 
the program.’’. 

(e) ELIGIBLE SPONSOR.—Section 47137 is 
amended by striking subsection (f) and re-
designating subsection (g) as subsection (f). 

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 47137(f) (as so redesignated) is 
amended by striking ‘‘$5,000,000’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$8,500,000’’. 
SEC. 147. SUNSET OF PILOT PROGRAM FOR PUR-

CHASE OF AIRPORT DEVELOPMENT 
RIGHTS. 

Section 47138 is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(f) SUNSET.—This section shall not be in 
effect after September 30, 2008.’’. 
SEC. 148. EXTENSION OF GRANT AUTHORITY FOR 

COMPATIBLE LAND USE PLANNING 
AND PROJECTS BY STATE AND 
LOCAL GOVERNMENTS. 

Section 47141(f) is amended by striking 
‘‘March 31, 2009’’ and inserting ‘‘September 
30, 2012’’. 
SEC. 149. REPEAL OF LIMITATIONS ON METRO-

POLITAN WASHINGTON AIRPORTS 
AUTHORITY. 

Section 49108, and the item relating to 
such section in the analysis for chapter 491, 
are repealed. 
SEC. 150. MIDWAY ISLAND AIRPORT. 

Section 186(d) of the Vision 100—Century of 
Aviation Reauthorization Act (117 Stat. 2518) 
is amended by striking ‘‘for fiscal years end-
ing before October 1, 2008, and for the portion 
of fiscal year 2009 ending before April 1, 
2009,’’ and inserting ‘‘October 1, 2012,’’. 
SEC. 151. PUERTO RICO MINIMUM GUARANTEE. 

Section 47114(e) is amended— 
(1) in the subsection heading by inserting 

‘‘AND PUERTO RICO’’ after ‘‘ALASKA’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(5) PUERTO RICO MINIMUM GUARANTEE.—In 

any fiscal year in which the total amount 
apportioned to airports in Puerto Rico under 
subsections (c) and (d) is less than 1.5 percent 
of the total amount apportioned to all air-
ports under subsections (c) and (d), the Sec-
retary shall apportion to the Puerto Rico 
Ports Authority for airport development 
projects in such fiscal year an amount equal 
to the difference between 1.5 percent of the 
total amounts apportioned under subsections 
(c) and (d) in such fiscal year and the amount 
otherwise apportioned under subsections (c) 
and (d) to airports in Puerto Rico in such fis-
cal year.’’. 
SEC. 152. MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS. 

(a) TECHNICAL CHANGES TO NATIONAL PLAN 
OF INTEGRATED AIRPORT SYSTEMS.—Section 
47103 is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘each airport to—’’ and in-

serting ‘‘the airport system to—’’; 
(B) in paragraph (1) by striking ‘‘system in 

the particular area;’’ and inserting ‘‘system, 
including connection to the surface transpor-
tation network; and’’; 

(C) in paragraph (2) by striking ‘‘; and’’ and 
inserting a period; and 

(D) by striking paragraph (3); 
(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (1) by striking the semi-

colon and inserting ‘‘; and’’; 
(B) by striking paragraph (2) and redesig-

nating paragraph (3) as paragraph (2); and 
(C) in paragraph (2) (as so redesignated) by 

striking ‘‘, Short Takeoff and Landing/Very 
Short Takeoff and Landing aircraft oper-
ations,’’; and 

(3) in subsection (d) by striking ‘‘status of 
the’’. 

(b) UPDATE VETERANS PREFERENCE DEFINI-
TION.—Section 47112(c) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) in subparagraph (B) by striking ‘‘sepa-

rated from’’ and inserting ‘‘discharged or re-
leased from active duty in’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(C) ‘Afghanistan-Iraq war veteran’ means 

an individual who served on active duty (as 
defined by section 101 of title 38) in the 
Armed Forces for a period of more than 180 
consecutive days, any part of which occurred 
during the period beginning on September 11, 
2001, and ending on the date prescribed by 
presidential proclamation or by law as the 
last date of Operation Iraqi Freedom, and 
who was separated from the Armed Forces 
under honorable conditions.’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2) by striking ‘‘veterans 
and’’ and inserting ‘‘veterans, Afghanistan- 
Iraq war veterans, and’’. 

(c) CONSOLIDATION OF TERMINAL DEVELOP-
MENT PROVISIONS.—Section 47119 is amend-
ed— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (a), (b), 
(c), and (d) as subsections (b), (c), (d), and (e), 
respectively; and 

(2) by inserting before subsection (b) (as so 
redesignated) the following: 

‘‘(a) TERMINAL DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may ap-

prove a project for terminal development (in-
cluding multimodal terminal development) 
in a nonrevenue-producing public-use area of 
a commercial service airport— 

‘‘(A) if the sponsor certifies that the air-
port, on the date the grant application is 
submitted to the Secretary, has— 

‘‘(i) all the safety equipment required for 
certification of the airport under section 
44706; 

‘‘(ii) all the security equipment required by 
regulation; and 

‘‘(iii) provided for access by passengers to 
the area of the airport for boarding or 
exiting aircraft that are not air carrier air-
craft; 

‘‘(B) if the cost is directly related to mov-
ing passengers and baggage in air commerce 
within the airport, including vehicles for 
moving passengers between terminal facili-
ties and between terminal facilities and air-
craft; and 

‘‘(C) under terms necessary to protect the 
interests of the Government. 

‘‘(2) PROJECT IN REVENUE-PRODUCING AREAS 
AND NONREVENUE-PRODUCING PARKING LOTS.— 
In making a decision under paragraph (1), 
the Secretary may approve as allowable 
costs the expenses of terminal development 
in a revenue-producing area and construc-
tion, reconstruction, repair, and improve-
ment in a nonrevenue-producing parking lot 
if— 

‘‘(A) except as provided in section 
47108(e)(3), the airport does not have more 
than .05 percent of the total annual pas-
senger boardings in the United States; and 

‘‘(B) the sponsor certifies that any needed 
airport development project affecting safety, 
security, or capacity will not be deferred be-
cause of the Secretary’s approval.’’; 

(3) in paragraphs (3) and (4)(A) of sub-
section (b) (as redesignated by paragraph (1) 
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of this subsection) by striking ‘‘section 
47110(d)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (a)’’; 

(4) in paragraph (5) of subsection (b) (as re-
designated by paragraph (1) of this sub-
section) by striking ‘‘subsection (b)(1) and 
(2)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsections (c)(1) and 
(c)(2)’’; 

(5) in paragraphs (2)(A), (3), and (4) of sub-
section (c) (as redesignated by paragraph (1) 
of this subsection) by striking ‘‘section 
47110(d) of this title’’ and inserting ‘‘sub-
section (a)’’; 

(6) in paragraph (2)(B) of subsection (c) (as 
redesignated by paragraph (1) of this sub-
section) by striking ‘‘section 47110(d)’’ and 
inserting ‘‘subsection (a)’’; 

(7) in subsection (c)(5) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (1) of this subsection) by striking 
‘‘section 47110(d)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection 
(a)’’; and 

(8) by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(f) LIMITATION ON DISCRETIONARY FUNDS.— 
The Secretary may distribute not more than 
$20,000,000 from the discretionary fund estab-
lished under section 47115 for terminal devel-
opment projects at a nonhub airport or a 
small hub airport that is eligible to receive 
discretionary funds under section 
47108(e)(3).’’. 

(d) ANNUAL REPORT.—Section 47131(a) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘April 1’’ and inserting 
‘‘June 1’’; and 

(2) by striking paragraphs (1), (2), (3), and 
(4) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(1) a summary of airport development and 
planning completed; 

‘‘(2) a summary of individual grants issued; 
‘‘(3) an accounting of discretionary and ap-

portioned funds allocated; 
‘‘(4) the allocation of appropriations; and’’. 

(e) CORRECTION TO EMISSION CREDITS PROVI-
SION.—Section 47139 is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a) by striking 
‘‘47102(3)(F),’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘47102(3)(F),’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘47103(3)(F),’’. 

(f) CONFORMING AMENDMENT TO CIVIL PEN-
ALTY ASSESSMENT AUTHORITY.—Section 
46301(d)(2) is amended by inserting ‘‘46319,’’ 
after ‘‘46318,’’. 

(g) OTHER CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Sections 40117(a)(3)(B) is amended by 

striking ‘‘section 47110(d)’’ and inserting 
‘‘section 47119(a)’’. 

(2) Section 47108(e)(3) is amended— 
(A) by striking ‘‘section 47110(d)(2)’’ and in-

serting ‘‘section 47119(a)’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘section 47110(d)’’ and in-

serting ‘‘section 47119(a)’’. 

(h) CORRECTION TO SURPLUS PROPERTY AU-
THORITY.—Section 47151(e) is amended by 
striking ‘‘(other than real property’’ and all 
that follows through ‘‘(10 U.S.C. 2687 note))’’. 

(i) AIRPORT CAPACITY BENCHMARK RE-
PORTS.—Section 47175(2) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘Airport Capacity Benchmark Report 
2001’’ and inserting ‘‘2001 and 2004 Airport Ca-
pacity Benchmark Reports or table 1 of the 
Federal Aviation Administration’s most re-
cent airport capacity benchmark report’’. 

SEC. 153. AIRPORT MASTER PLANS. 

Section 47101 is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(i) ADDITIONAL GOALS FOR AIRPORT MAS-
TER PLANS.—In addition to the goals set 
forth in subsection (g)(2), the Secretary shall 
encourage airport sponsors and State and 
local officials, through Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration advisory circulars, to consider 
customer convenience, airport ground ac-
cess, and access to airport facilities in air-
port master plans.’’. 

TITLE II—NEXT GENERATION AIR TRANS-
PORTATION SYSTEM AND AIR TRAFFIC 
CONTROL MODERNIZATION 

SEC. 201. MISSION STATEMENT; SENSE OF CON-
GRESS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) The United States faces a great na-
tional challenge as the Nation’s aviation in-
frastructure is at a crossroads. 

(2) The demand for aviation services, a 
critical element of the United States econ-
omy, vital in supporting the quality of life of 
the people of the United States, and critical 
in support of the Nation’s defense and na-
tional security, is growing at an ever in-
creasing rate. At the same time, the ability 
of the United States air transportation sys-
tem to expand and change to meet this in-
creasing demand is limited. 

(3) The aviation industry accounts for 
more than 11,000,000 jobs in the United States 
and contributes approximately 
$741,000,000,000 annually to the United States 
gross domestic product. 

(4) The United States air transportation 
system continues to drive economic growth 
in the United States and will continue to be 
a major economic driver as air traffic triples 
over the next 20 years. 

(5) The Next Generation Air Transpor-
tation System (in this section referred to as 
the ‘‘NextGen System’’) is the system for 
achieving long-term transformation of the 
United States air transportation system that 
focuses on developing and implementing new 
technologies and that will set the stage for 
the long-term development of a scalable and 
more flexible air transportation system 
without compromising the unprecedented 
safety record of United States aviation. 

(6) The benefits of the NextGen System, in 
terms of promoting economic growth and de-
velopment, are enormous. 

(7) The NextGen System will guide the 
path of the United States air transportation 
system in the challenging years ahead. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) modernizing the air transportation sys-
tem is a national priority and the United 
States must make a commitment to revital-
izing this essential component of the Na-
tion’s transportation infrastructure; 

(2) one fundamental requirement for the 
success of the NextGen System is strong 
leadership and sufficient resources; 

(3) the Joint Planning and Development 
Office of the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion and the Next Generation Air Transpor-
tation System Senior Policy Committee, 
each established by Congress in 2003, will 
lead and facilitate this important national 
mission to ensure that the programs and ca-
pabilities of the NextGen System are care-
fully integrated and aligned; 

(4) Government agencies and industry 
must work together, carefully integrating 
and aligning their work to meet the needs of 
the NextGen System in the development of 
budgets, programs, planning, and research; 

(5) the Department of Transportation, the 
Federal Aviation Administration, the De-
partment of Defense, the Department of 
Homeland Security, the Department of Com-
merce, and the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration must work in coopera-
tion and make transformational improve-
ments to the United States air transpor-
tation infrastructure a priority; and 

(6) due to the critical importance of the 
NextGen System to the economic and na-
tional security of the United States, partner 
departments and agencies must be provided 
with the resources required to complete the 
implementation of the NextGen System. 

SEC. 202. NEXT GENERATION AIR TRANSPOR-
TATION SYSTEM JOINT PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT OFFICE. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.— 
(1) ASSOCIATE ADMINISTRATOR FOR THE NEXT 

GENERATION AIR TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM.— 
Section 709(a) of Vision 100—Century of Avia-
tion Reauthorization Act (49 U.S.C. 40101 
note; 117 Stat. 2582) is amended— 

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (2), (3), 
and (4) as paragraphs (3), (4), and (5), respec-
tively; and 

(B) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(2) The director of the Office shall be the 
Associate Administrator for the Next Gen-
eration Air Transportation System, who 
shall be appointed by the Administrator of 
the Federal Aviation Administration. The 
Associate Administrator shall report to the 
Administrator.’’. 

(2) RESPONSIBILITIES.—Section 709(a)(3) of 
such Act (as redesignated by paragraph (1) of 
this subsection) is amended— 

(A) in subparagraph (G) by striking ‘‘; and’’ 
and inserting a semicolon; 

(B) in subparagraph (H) by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting a semicolon; 
and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(I) establishing specific quantitative 

goals for the safety, capacity, efficiency, per-
formance, and environmental impacts of 
each phase of Next Generation Air Transpor-
tation System implementation activities 
and measuring actual operational experience 
against those goals, taking into account 
noise pollution reduction concerns of af-
fected communities to the greatest extent 
practicable in establishing the environ-
mental goals; 

‘‘(J) working to ensure global interoper-
ability of the Next Generation Air Transpor-
tation System; 

‘‘(K) working to ensure the use of weather 
information and space weather information 
in the Next Generation Air Transportation 
System as soon as possible; 

‘‘(L) overseeing, with the Administrator of 
the Federal Aviation Administration, the se-
lection of products or outcomes of research 
and development activities that would be 
moved to the next stage of a demonstration 
project; and 

‘‘(M) maintaining a baseline modeling and 
simulation environment for testing and eval-
uating alternative concepts to satisfy Next 
Generation Air Transportation enterprise ar-
chitecture requirements.’’. 

(3) COOPERATION WITH OTHER FEDERAL AGEN-
CIES.—Section 709(a)(4) of such Act (as redes-
ignated by paragraph (1) of this subsection) 
is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘(4)’’ and inserting 
‘‘(4)(A)’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) The Secretary of Defense, the Admin-

istrator of the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration, the Secretary of Com-
merce, the Secretary of Homeland Security, 
and the head of any other Federal agency 
from which the Secretary of Transportation 
requests assistance under subparagraph (A) 
shall designate a senior official in the agen-
cy to be responsible for— 

‘‘(i) carrying out the activities of the agen-
cy relating to the Next Generation Air 
Transportation System in coordination with 
the Office, including the execution of all as-
pects of the work of the agency in developing 
and implementing the integrated work plan 
described in subsection (b)(5); 

‘‘(ii) serving as a liaison for the agency in 
activities of the agency relating to the Next 
Generation Air Transportation System and 
coordinating with other Federal agencies in-
volved in activities relating to the System; 
and 
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‘‘(iii) ensuring that the agency meets its 

obligations as set forth in any memorandum 
of understanding executed by or on behalf of 
the agency relating to the Next Generation 
Air Transportation System. 

‘‘(C) The head of a Federal agency referred 
to in subparagraph (B) shall ensure that— 

‘‘(i) the responsibilities of the agency re-
lating to the Next Generation Air Transpor-
tation System are clearly communicated to 
the senior official of the agency designated 
under subparagraph (B); and 

‘‘(ii) the performance of the senior official 
in carrying out the responsibilities of the 
agency relating to the Next Generation Air 
Transportation System is reflected in the of-
ficial’s annual performance evaluations and 
compensation. 

‘‘(D) The head of a Federal agency referred 
to in subparagraph (B) shall— 

‘‘(i) establish or designate an office within 
the agency to carry out its responsibilities 
under the memorandum of understanding 
under the supervision of the designated offi-
cial; and 

‘‘(ii) ensure that the designated official has 
sufficient budgetary authority and staff re-
sources to carry out the agency’s Next Gen-
eration Air Transportation System respon-
sibilities as set forth in the integrated plan 
under subsection (b). 

‘‘(E) Not later than 6 months after the date 
of enactment of this subparagraph, the head 
of each Federal agency that has responsi-
bility for carrying out any activity under 
the integrated plan under subsection (b) 
shall execute a memorandum of under-
standing with the Office obligating that 
agency to carry out the activity.’’. 

(4) COORDINATION WITH OMB.—Section 709(a) 
of such Act (117 Stat. 2582) is further amend-
ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(6)(A) The Office shall work with the Di-
rector of the Office of Management and 
Budget to develop a process whereby the Di-
rector will identify projects related to the 
Next Generation Air Transportation System 
across the agencies referred to in paragraph 
(4)(A) and consider the Next Generation Air 
Transportation System as a unified, cross- 
agency program. 

‘‘(B) The Director, to the maximum extent 
practicable, shall— 

‘‘(i) ensure that— 
‘‘(I) each Federal agency covered by the 

plan has sufficient funds requested in the 
President’s budget, as submitted under sec-
tion 1105(a) of title 31, United States Code, 
for each fiscal year covered by the plan to 
carry out its responsibilities under the plan; 
and 

‘‘(II) the development and implementation 
of the Next Generation Air Transportation 
System remains on schedule; 

‘‘(ii) include, in the President’s budget, a 
statement of the portion of the estimated 
budget of each Federal agency covered by 
the plan that relates to the activities of the 
agency under the Next Generation Air 
Transportation System initiative; and 

‘‘(iii) identify and justify as part of the 
President’s budget submission any inconsist-
encies between the plan and amounts re-
quested in the budget. 

‘‘(7) The Associate Administrator of the 
Next Generation Air Transportation System 
shall be a voting member of the Joint Re-
sources Council of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration.’’. 

(b) INTEGRATED PLAN.—Section 709(b) of 
such Act (117 Stat. 2583) is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘meets air’’ and inserting 

‘‘meets anticipated future air’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘beyond those currently in-

cluded in the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion’s operational evolution plan’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of para-
graph (3); 

(3) by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (4) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(5) a multiagency integrated work plan 

for the Next Generation Air Transportation 
System that includes— 

‘‘(A) an outline of the activities required to 
achieve the end-state architecture, as ex-
pressed in the concept of operations and en-
terprise architecture documents, that identi-
fies each Federal agency or other entity re-
sponsible for each activity in the outline; 

‘‘(B) details on a year-by-year basis of spe-
cific accomplishments, activities, research 
requirements, rulemakings, policy decisions, 
and other milestones of progress for each 
Federal agency or entity conducting activi-
ties relating to the Next Generation Air 
Transportation System; 

‘‘(C) for each element of the Next Genera-
tion Air Transportation System, an outline, 
on a year-by-year basis, of what is to be ac-
complished in that year toward meeting the 
Next Generation Air Transportation Sys-
tem’s end-state architecture, as expressed in 
the concept of operations and enterprise ar-
chitecture documents, as well as identifying 
each Federal agency or other entity that will 
be responsible for each component of any re-
search, development, or implementation pro-
gram; 

‘‘(D) an estimate of all necessary expendi-
tures on a year-by-year basis, including a 
statement of each Federal agency or entity’s 
responsibility for costs and available re-
sources, for each stage of development from 
the basic research stage through the dem-
onstration and implementation phase; 

‘‘(E) a clear explanation of how each step 
in the development of the Next Generation 
Air Transportation System will lead to the 
following step and of the implications of not 
successfully completing a step in the time 
period described in the integrated work plan; 

‘‘(F) a transition plan for the implementa-
tion of the Next Generation Air Transpor-
tation System that includes date-specific 
milestones for the implementation of new 
capabilities into the national airspace sys-
tem; 

‘‘(G) date-specific timetables for meeting 
the environmental goals identified in sub-
section (a)(3)(I); and 

‘‘(H) a description of potentially signifi-
cant operational or workforce changes re-
sulting from deployment of the Next Genera-
tion Air Transportation System.’’. 

(c) NEXTGEN IMPLEMENTATION PLAN.—Sec-
tion 709(d) of such Act (117 Stat. 2584) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(d) NEXTGEN IMPLEMENTATION PLAN.—The 
Administrator of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration shall develop and publish annu-
ally the document known as the ‘NextGen 
Implementation Plan’, or any successor doc-
ument, that provides a detailed description 
of how the agency is implementing the Next 
Generation Air Transportation System.’’. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 709(e) of such Act (117 Stat. 2584) is 
amended by striking ‘‘2010’’ and inserting 
‘‘2012’’. 

(e) CONTINGENCY PLANNING.—The Associate 
Administrator for the Next Generation Air 
Transportation System shall, as part of the 
design of the System, develop contingency 
plans for dealing with the degradation of the 
System in the event of a natural disaster, 
major equipment failure, or act of terrorism. 
SEC. 203. NEXT GENERATION AIR TRANSPOR-

TATION SENIOR POLICY COM-
MITTEE. 

(a) MEETINGS.—Section 710(a) of Vision 
100—Century of Aviation Reauthorization 
Act (49 U.S.C. 40101 note; 117 Stat. 2584) is 
amended by inserting before the period at 
the end the following ‘‘and shall meet at 
least twice each year’’. 

(b) ANNUAL REPORT.—Section 710 of such 
Act (117 Stat. 2584) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(e) ANNUAL REPORT.— 
‘‘(1) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.—Not later 

than one year after the date of enactment of 
this subsection, and annually thereafter on 
the date of submission of the President’s 
budget request to Congress under section 
1105(a) of title 31, United States Code, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure and the 
Committee on Science and Technology of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate a report summarizing the 
progress made in carrying out the integrated 
work plan required by section 709(b)(5) and 
any changes in that plan. 

‘‘(2) CONTENTS.—The report shall include— 
‘‘(A) a copy of the updated integrated work 

plan; 
‘‘(B) a description of the progress made in 

carrying out the integrated work plan and 
any changes in that plan, including any 
changes based on funding shortfalls and limi-
tations set by the Office of Management and 
Budget; 

‘‘(C) a detailed description of— 
‘‘(i) the success or failure of each item of 

the integrated work plan for the previous 
year and relevant information as to why any 
milestone was not met; and 

‘‘(ii) the impact of not meeting the mile-
stone and what actions will be taken in the 
future to account for the failure to complete 
the milestone; 

‘‘(D) an explanation of any change to fu-
ture years in the integrated work plan and 
the reasons for such change; and 

‘‘(E) an identification of the levels of fund-
ing for each agency participating in the inte-
grated work plan devoted to programs and 
activities under the plan for the previous fis-
cal year and in the President’s budget re-
quest.’’. 
SEC. 204. AUTOMATIC DEPENDENT SURVEIL-

LANCE-BROADCAST SERVICES. 
(a) REPORT ON FAA PROGRAM AND SCHED-

ULE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the 

Federal Aviation Administration shall pre-
pare a report detailing the program and 
schedule for integrating automatic depend-
ent surveillance-broadcast (in this section 
referred to as ‘‘ADS-B’’) technology into the 
national airspace system. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The report shall include— 
(A) a description of segment 1 and segment 

2 activity to acquire ADS-B services; 
(B) a description of plans for implementa-

tion of advanced operational procedures and 
ADS-B air-to-air applications; and 

(C) a detailed description of the protec-
tions that the Administration will require as 
part of any contract or program in the event 
of a contractor’s default, bankruptcy, acqui-
sition by another entity, or any other event 
jeopardizing the uninterrupted provision of 
ADS-B services. 

(3) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.—Not later 
than 90 days after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Administrator shall submit to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation of the Senate the report 
prepared under paragraph (1). 

(b) REQUIREMENTS OF FAA CONTRACTS FOR 
ADS-B SERVICES.—Any contract entered into 
by the Administrator with an entity to ac-
quire ADS-B services shall contain terms 
and conditions that— 

(1) require approval by the Administrator 
before the contract may be assigned to or as-
sumed by another entity, including any suc-
cessor entity, subsidiary of the contractor, 
or other corporate entity; 
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(2) provide that the assets, equipment, 

hardware, and software used in the perform-
ance of the contract be designated as critical 
national infrastructure for national security 
and related purposes; 

(3) require the contractor to provide con-
tinued broadcast services for a reasonable 
period, as determined by the Administrator, 
until the provision of such services can be 
transferred to another vendor or to the Gov-
ernment in the event of a termination of the 
contract; 

(4) require the contractor to provide con-
tinued broadcast services for a reasonable 
period, as determined by the Administrator, 
until the provision of such services can be 
transferred to another vendor or to the Gov-
ernment in the event of material non-
performance, as determined by the Adminis-
trator; and 

(5) permit the Government to acquire or 
utilize for a reasonable period, as determined 
by the Administrator, the assets, equipment, 
hardware, and software necessary to ensure 
the continued and uninterrupted provision of 
ADS-B services and to have ready access to 
such assets, equipment, hardware, and soft-
ware through its own personnel, agents, or 
others, if the Administrator provides reason-
able compensation for such acquisition or 
utilization. 

(c) REVIEW BY DOT INSPECTOR GENERAL.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Inspector General of 

the Department of Transportation shall con-
duct a review concerning the Federal Avia-
tion Administration’s award and oversight of 
any contract entered into by the Adminis-
tration to provide ADS-B services for the na-
tional airspace system. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The review shall include, at 
a minimum— 

(A) an examination of how program risks 
are being managed; 

(B) an assessment of expected benefits at-
tributable to the deployment of ADS-B serv-
ices, including the implementation of ad-
vanced operational procedures and air-to-air 
applications as well as to the extent to 
which ground radar will be retained; 

(C) a determination of whether the Admin-
istration has established sufficient mecha-
nisms to ensure that all design, acquisition, 
operation, and maintenance requirements 
have been met by the contractor; 

(D) an assessment of whether the Adminis-
tration and any contractors are meeting 
cost, schedule, and performance milestones, 
as measured against the original baseline of 
the Administration’s program for providing 
ADS-B services; 

(E) an assessment of whether security 
issues are being adequately addressed in the 
overall design and implementation of the 
ADS-B system; and 

(F) any other matters or aspects relating 
to contract implementation and oversight 
that the Inspector General determines merit 
attention. 

(3) REPORTS TO CONGRESS.—The Inspector 
General shall periodically, on at least an an-
nual basis, submit to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate a report on the results of the 
review conducted under this subsection. 
SEC. 205. INCLUSION OF STAKEHOLDERS IN AIR 

TRAFFIC CONTROL MODERNIZATION 
PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration shall estab-
lish a process for including in the planning, 
development, and deployment of air traffic 
control modernization projects (including 
the Next Generation Air Transportation Sys-
tem) and collaborating with qualified em-
ployees selected by each exclusive collective 
bargaining representative of employees of 

the Administration who are likely to be im-
pacted by such planning, development, and 
deployment. 

(b) PARTICIPATION.— 
(1) BARGAINING OBLIGATIONS AND RIGHTS.— 

Participation in the process described in sub-
section (a) shall not be construed as a waiver 
of any bargaining obligations or rights under 
section 40122(a)(1) or 40122(g)(2)(C) of title 49, 
United States Code. 

(2) CAPACITY AND COMPENSATION.—Exclu-
sive collective bargaining representatives 
and selected employees participating in the 
process described in subsection (a) shall— 

(A) serve in a collaborative and advisory 
capacity; and 

(B) receive appropriate travel and per diem 
expenses in accordance with the travel poli-
cies of the Administration in addition to any 
regular compensation and benefits. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall submit to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate a report on the implementa-
tion of this section. 
SEC. 206. GAO REVIEW OF CHALLENGES ASSOCI-

ATED WITH TRANSFORMING TO THE 
NEXT GENERATION AIR TRANSPOR-
TATION SYSTEM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 
shall conduct a review of the progress and 
challenges associated with transforming the 
Nation’s air traffic control system into the 
Next Generation Air Transportation System 
(in this section referred to as the ‘‘NextGen 
System’’). 

(b) REVIEW.—The review shall include the 
following: 

(1) An evaluation of the continued imple-
mentation and institutionalization of the 
processes that are key to the ability of the 
Air Traffic Organization to effectively main-
tain management structures and systems ac-
quisitions procedures utilized under the cur-
rent air traffic control modernization pro-
gram as a basis for the NextGen System. 

(2) An assessment of the progress and chal-
lenges associated with collaboration and 
contributions of the partner agencies work-
ing with the Joint Planning and Develop-
ment Office of the Federal Aviation Admin-
istration (in this section referred to as the 
‘‘JPDO’’) in planning and implementing the 
NextGen System. 

(3) The progress and challenges associated 
with coordinating government and industry 
stakeholders in activities relating to the 
NextGen System, including an assessment of 
the contributions of the NextGen Institute. 

(4) An assessment of planning and imple-
mentation of the NextGen System against 
established schedules, milestones, and budg-
ets. 

(5) An evaluation of the recently modified 
organizational structure of the JPDO. 

(6) An examination of transition planning 
by the Air Traffic Organization and the 
JPDO. 

(7) Any other matters or aspects of plan-
ning and coordination of the NextGen Sys-
tem by the Federal Aviation Administration 
and the JPDO that the Comptroller General 
determines appropriate. 

(c) REPORTS.— 
(1) REPORT TO CONGRESS ON PRIORITIES.— 

Not later than one year after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Comptroller General 
shall determine the priority of topics to be 
reviewed under this section and report such 
priorities to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure and the Committee 
on Science and Technology of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate. 

(2) PERIODIC REPORTS TO CONGRESS ON RE-
SULTS OF THE REVIEW.—The Comptroller Gen-
eral shall periodically submit to the commit-
tees referred to in paragraph (1) a report on 
the results of the review conducted under 
this section. 
SEC. 207. GAO REVIEW OF NEXT GENERATION AIR 

TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM ACQUISI-
TION AND PROCEDURES DEVELOP-
MENT. 

(a) STUDY.—The Comptroller General shall 
conduct a review of the progress made and 
challenges related to the acquisition of des-
ignated technologies and the development of 
procedures for the Next Generation Air 
Transportation System (in this section re-
ferred to as the ‘‘NextGen System’’). 

(b) SPECIFIC SYSTEMS REVIEW.—The review 
shall include, at a minimum, an examination 
of the acquisition costs, schedule, and other 
relevant considerations for the following sys-
tems: 

(1) En Route Automation Modernization 
(ERAM). 

(2) Standard Terminal Automation Re-
placement System/Common Automated 
Radar Terminal System (STARS/CARTS). 

(3) Automatic Dependent Surveillance- 
Broadcast (ADS-B). 

(4) System Wide Information Management 
(SWIM). 

(5) Traffic Flow Management Moderniza-
tion (TFM-M). 

(c) REVIEW.—The review shall include, at a 
minimum, an assessment of the progress and 
challenges related to the development of 
standards, regulations, and procedures that 
will be necessary to implement the NextGen 
System, including required navigation per-
formance, area navigation, the airspace 
management program, and other programs 
and procedures that the Comptroller General 
identifies as relevant to the transformation 
of the air traffic system. 

(d) PERIODIC REPORTS TO CONGRESS ON RE-
SULTS OF THE REVIEW.—The Comptroller 
General shall periodically submit to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure and the Committee on Science and 
Technology of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation of the Senate a report on 
the results of the review conducted under 
this section. 
SEC. 208. DOT INSPECTOR GENERAL REVIEW OF 

OPERATIONAL AND APPROACH PRO-
CEDURES BY A THIRD PARTY. 

(a) REVIEW.—The Inspector General of the 
Department of Transportation shall conduct 
a review regarding the effectiveness of the 
oversight activities conducted by the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration in connection 
with any agreement with or delegation of au-
thority to a third party for the development 
of flight procedures, including public use 
procedures, for the national airspace system. 

(b) ASSESSMENTS.—The Inspector General 
shall include, at a minimum, in the review— 

(1) an assessment of the extent to which 
the Federal Aviation Administration is rely-
ing or intends to rely on a third party for the 
development of new procedures and a deter-
mination of whether the Administration has 
established sufficient mechanisms and staff-
ing to provide safety oversight functions, 
which may include quality assurance proc-
esses, flight checks, integration of proce-
dures into the National Aviation System, 
and operational assessments of procedures 
developed by third parties; and 

(2) an assessment regarding whether the 
Administration has sufficient existing per-
sonnel and technical resources or mecha-
nisms to develop such flight procedures in a 
safe and efficient manner to meet the de-
mands of the national airspace system with-
out the use of third party resources. 
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(c) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the In-
spector General shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate a report on the 
results of the review conducted under this 
section, including the assessments described 
in subsection (b). 
SEC. 209. EXPERT REVIEW OF ENTERPRISE AR-

CHITECTURE FOR NEXT GENERA-
TION AIR TRANSPORTATION SYS-
TEM. 

(a) REVIEW.—The Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration shall enter 
into an arrangement with the National Re-
search Council to review the enterprise ar-
chitecture for the Next Generation Air 
Transportation System. 

(b) CONTENTS.—At a minimum, the review 
to be conducted under subsection (a) shall— 

(1) highlight the technical activities, in-
cluding human-system design, organiza-
tional design, and other safety and human 
factor aspects of the system, that will be 
necessary to successfully transition current 
and planned modernization programs to the 
future system envisioned by the Joint Plan-
ning and Development Office of the Adminis-
tration; 

(2) assess technical, cost, and schedule risk 
for the software development that will be 
necessary to achieve the expected benefits 
from a highly automated air traffic manage-
ment system and the implications for ongo-
ing modernization projects; and 

(3) include judgments on how risks with 
automation efforts for the Next Generation 
Air Transportation System can be mitigated 
based on the experiences of other public or 
private entities in developing complex, soft-
ware-intensive systems. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall submit to Congress a re-
port containing the results of the review 
conducted pursuant to subsection (a). 
SEC. 210. NEXTGEN TECHNOLOGY TESTBED. 

Of amounts appropriated under section 
48101(a) of title 49, United States Code, the 
Administrator of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration shall use such sums as may be 
necessary for each of the fiscal years 2009 
through 2012 to contribute to the establish-
ment by a public-private partnership (includ-
ing a university component with significant 
aviation expertise in air traffic management, 
simulation, meteorology, and engineering 
and aviation business) an airport-based test-
ing site for existing Next Generation Air 
Transport System technologies. The Admin-
istrator shall ensure that next generation air 
traffic control integrated systems developed 
by private industries are installed at the site 
for demonstration, operational research, and 
evaluation by the Administration. The test-
ing site shall serve a mix of general aviation 
and commercial traffic. 
SEC. 211. CLARIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO 

ENTER INTO REIMBURSABLE 
AGREEMENTS. 

Section 106(m) is amended in the last sen-
tence by inserting ‘‘with or’’ before ‘‘without 
reimbursement’’. 
SEC. 212. DEFINITION OF AIR NAVIGATION FACIL-

ITY. 
Section 40102(a)(4) is amended— 
(1) by redesignating subparagraph (D) as 

subparagraph (E); 
(2) by striking subparagraphs (B) and (C) 

and inserting the following: 
‘‘(B) runway lighting and airport surface 

visual and other navigation aids; 
‘‘(C) aeronautical and meteorological in-

formation to air traffic control facilities or 
aircraft; 

‘‘(D) communication, navigation, or sur-
veillance equipment for air-to-ground or air- 
to-air applications;’’; 

(3) in subparagraph (E) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (1) of this section)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘another structure’’ and in-
serting ‘‘any structure, equipment,’’; and 

(B) by striking the period at the end and 
inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(F) buildings, equipment, and systems 

dedicated to the national airspace system.’’. 
SEC. 213. IMPROVED MANAGEMENT OF PROP-

ERTY INVENTORY. 
Section 40110(a)(2) is amended by striking 

‘‘compensation’’ and inserting ‘‘compensa-
tion, and the amount received shall be cred-
ited as an offsetting collection to the ac-
count from which the amount was expended 
and shall remain available until expended’’. 
SEC. 214. CLARIFICATION TO ACQUISITION RE-

FORM AUTHORITY. 
Section 40110(c) is amended— 
(1) by striking the semicolon at the end of 

paragraph (3) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; 
(2) by striking paragraph (4); and 
(3) by redesignating paragraph (5) as para-

graph (4). 
SEC. 215. ASSISTANCE TO FOREIGN AVIATION AU-

THORITIES. 
Section 40113(e) is amended— 
(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘public and private’’ be-

fore ‘‘foreign aviation authorities’’; and 
(B) by striking the period at the end of the 

first sentence and inserting ‘‘or efficiency. 
The Administrator may participate in, and 
submit offers in response to, competitions to 
provide such services and may contract with 
foreign aviation authorities to provide such 
services consistent with section 106(l)(6). 
Notwithstanding any other provision of law 
or policy, the Administrator may accept 
payments received under this subsection in 
arrears.’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (3) by striking ‘‘credited’’ 
and all that follows through the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘credited as an offset-
ting collection to the account from which 
the expenses were incurred in providing such 
services and shall remain available until ex-
pended.’’. 
SEC. 216. FRONT LINE MANAGER STAFFING. 

(a) STUDY.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator of the Federal Aviation Admin-
istration shall initiate a study on front line 
manager staffing requirements in air traffic 
control facilities. 

(b) CONSIDERATIONS.—In conducting the 
study, the Administrator shall take into 
consideration— 

(1) the number of supervisory positions of 
operation requiring watch coverage in each 
air traffic control facility; 

(2) coverage requirements in relation to 
traffic demand; 

(3) facility type; 
(4) complexity of traffic and managerial re-

sponsibilities; 
(5) proficiency and training requirements; 

and 
(6) such other factors as the Administrator 

considers appropriate. 
(c) DETERMINATIONS.—The Administrator 

shall transmit any determinations made as a 
result of the study to the Chief Operating Of-
ficer for the air traffic control system. 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall submit to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate a report on the results of the 
study and a description of any determina-
tions submitted to the Chief Operating Offi-
cer under subsection (c). 

SEC. 217. FLIGHT SERVICE STATIONS. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF MONITORING SYS-

TEM.—Not later than 60 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Administrator of 
the Federal Aviation Administration shall 
develop and implement a monitoring system 
for flight service specialist staffing and 
training under service contracts for flight 
service stations. 

(b) COMPONENTS.—At a minimum, the mon-
itoring system shall include mechanisms to 
monitor— 

(1) flight specialist staffing plans for indi-
vidual facilities; 

(2) actual staffing levels for individual fa-
cilities; 

(3) the initial and recurrent certification 
and training of flight service specialists on 
the safety, operational, and technological as-
pects of flight services, including any certifi-
cation and training necessary to meet user 
demand; and 

(4) system outages, excessive hold times, 
dropped calls, poor quality briefings, and any 
other safety or customer service issues under 
a contract for flight service station services. 

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
90 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrator shall submit to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation of the Senate a report 
containing— 

(1) a description of monitoring system; 
(2) if the Administrator determines that 

contractual changes or corrective actions 
are required for the Administration to en-
sure that the vendor under a contract for 
flight service station services provides safe 
and high quality service to consumers, a de-
scription of the changes or actions required; 
and 

(3) a description of the contingency plans 
of the Administrator and the protections 
that the Administrator will have in place to 
provide uninterrupted flight service station 
services in the event of— 

(A) material non-performance of the con-
tract; 

(B) a vendor’s default, bankruptcy, or ac-
quisition by another entity; or 

(C) any other event that could jeopardize 
the uninterrupted provision of flight service 
station services. 
SEC. 218. NEXTGEN RESEARCH AND DEVELOP-

MENT CENTER OF EXCELLENCE. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—Of the amount appro-

priated under section 48101(a) of title 49, 
United States Code, the Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration shall use 
such sums as may be necessary for each of 
fiscal years 2009 through 2012 to contribute 
to the establishment of a center of excel-
lence for the research and development of 
Next Generation Air Transportation System 
technologies. 

(b) FUNCTIONS.—The center established 
under subsection (a) shall— 

(1) leverage the centers of excellence pro-
gram of the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, as well as other resources and partner-
ships, to enhance the development of Next 
Generation Air Transportation System tech-
nologies within academia and industry; and 

(2) provide educational, technical, and ana-
lytical assistance to the Federal Aviation 
Administration and other Federal agencies 
with responsibilities to research and develop 
Next Generation Air Transportation System 
technologies. 
SEC. 219. AIRSPACE REDESIGN. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) The airspace redesign efforts of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration will play a 
critical near-term role in enhancing capac-
ity, reducing delays, transitioning to more 
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flexible routing, and ultimately saving 
money in fuel costs for airlines and airspace 
users. 

(2) The critical importance of airspace re-
design efforts is underscored by the fact that 
they are highlighted in strategic plans of the 
Administration, including Flight Plan 2009– 
2013 and the document known as the 
‘‘NextGen Implementation Plan’’. 

(3) Funding cuts have led to delays and de-
ferrals of critical capacity enhancing air-
space redesign efforts. 

(4) Several new runways planned for the 
period of fiscal years 2009 to 2012 will not 
provide estimated capacity benefits without 
additional funds. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—In 
addition to amounts authorized by section 
106(k) of title 49, United States Code, there 
are authorized to be appropriated to the Ad-
ministrator of the Federal Aviation Admin-
istration $14,500,000 for fiscal year 2009 and 
$20,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2010, 2011, 
and 2012 to carry out such airspace redesign 
initiatives as the Administrator determines 
appropriate. 

(c) ADDITIONAL AMOUNTS.—Of the amounts 
appropriated under section 48101(a) of such 
title, the Administrator may use $5,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2009, 2010, 2011, and 
2012 to carry out such airspace redesign ini-
tiatives as the Administrator determines ap-
propriate. 

TITLE III—SAFETY 
Subtitle A—General Provisions 

SEC. 301. JUDICIAL REVIEW OF DENIAL OF AIR-
MAN CERTIFICATES. 

(a) JUDICIAL REVIEW OF NTSB DECISIONS.— 
Section 44703(d) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(3) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—A person who is 
substantially affected by an order of the 
Board under this subsection, or the Adminis-
trator if the Administrator decides that an 
order of the Board will have a significant ad-
verse impact on carrying out this subtitle, 
may seek judicial review of the order under 
section 46110. The Administrator shall be 
made a party to the judicial review pro-
ceedings. The findings of fact of the Board in 
any such case are conclusive if supported by 
substantial evidence.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
1153(c) is amended by striking ‘‘section 44709 
or’’ and inserting ‘‘section 44703(d), 44709, 
or’’. 
SEC. 302. RELEASE OF DATA RELATING TO ABAN-

DONED TYPE CERTIFICATES AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL TYPE CERTIFI-
CATES. 

(a) RELEASE OF DATA.—Section 44704(a) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(5) RELEASE OF DATA.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, the Administrator 
may make available upon request to a person 
seeking to maintain the airworthiness of an 
aircraft, engine, propeller, or appliance, en-
gineering data in the possession of the Ad-
ministration relating to a type certificate or 
a supplemental type certificate for such air-
craft, engine, propeller, or appliance, with-
out the consent of the owner of record, if the 
Administrator determines that— 

‘‘(i) the certificate containing the re-
quested data has been inactive for 3 or more 
years; 

‘‘(ii) after using due diligence, the Admin-
istrator is unable to find the owner of record, 
or the owner of record’s heir, of the type cer-
tificate or supplemental certificate; and 

‘‘(iii) making such data available will en-
hance aviation safety. 

‘‘(B) ENGINEERING DATA DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term ‘engineering data’ as used 
with respect to an aircraft, engine, propeller, 
or appliance means type design drawing and 

specifications for the entire aircraft, engine, 
propeller, or appliance or change to the air-
craft, engine, propeller, or appliance, includ-
ing the original design data, and any associ-
ated supplier data for individual parts or 
components approved as part of the par-
ticular certificate for the aircraft engine, 
propeller, or appliance.’’. 

(b) DESIGN ORGANIZATION CERTIFICATES.— 
Section 44704(e)(1) is amended by striking 
‘‘Beginning 7 years after the date of enact-
ment of this subsection,’’ and inserting ‘‘Be-
ginning January 1, 2014,’’. 
SEC. 303. INSPECTION OF FOREIGN REPAIR STA-

TIONS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 447 is amended 

by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘§ 44730. Inspection of foreign repair stations 

‘‘Not later than one year after the date of 
enactment of this section, and annually 
thereafter, the Administrator of the Federal 
Aviation Administration shall— 

‘‘(1) submit to Congress a certification that 
each foreign repair station that is certified 
by the Administrator under part 145 of title 
14, Code of Federal Regulations, and per-
forms work on air carrier aircraft or compo-
nents has been inspected by safety inspectors 
of the Administration not fewer than 2 times 
in the preceding calendar year; and 

‘‘(2) modify the certification requirements 
under such part to include testing for the use 
of alcohol or a controlled substance in ac-
cordance with section 45102 of any individual 
performing a safety-sensitive function at a 
foreign aircraft repair station, including an 
individual working at a station of a third- 
party with whom an air carrier contracts to 
perform work on air carrier aircraft or com-
ponents.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for such chapter is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 
‘‘44730. Inspection of foreign repair sta-

tions.’’. 
SEC. 304. RUNWAY SAFETY. 

(a) STRATEGIC RUNWAY SAFETY PLAN.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 6 months 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration shall develop and submit to 
Congress a report containing a strategic run-
way safety plan. 

(2) CONTENTS OF PLAN.—The strategic run-
way safety plan— 

(A) shall include, at a minimum— 
(i) goals to improve runway safety; 
(ii) near- and longer-term actions designed 

to reduce the severity, number, and rate of 
runway incursions; 

(iii) timeframes and resources needed for 
the actions described in clause (ii); and 

(iv) a continuous evaluative process to 
track performance toward the goals referred 
to in clause (i); and 

(B) shall address the increased runway 
safety risk associated with the expected in-
creased volume of air traffic. 

(b) PLAN FOR INSTALLATION AND DEPLOY-
MENT OF SYSTEMS TO PROVIDE ALERTS OF PO-
TENTIAL RUNWAY INCURSIONS.—Not later than 
December 31, 2009, the Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration shall sub-
mit to Congress a report containing a plan 
for the installation and deployment of sys-
tems the Administration is installing to 
alert controllers or flight crews, or both, of 
potential runway incursions. The plan shall 
be integrated into the annual NextGen Im-
plementation Plan document of the Adminis-
tration or any successor document. 
SEC. 305. IMPROVED PILOT LICENSES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 6 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration shall begin to issue improved 

pilot licenses consistent with the require-
ments of title 49, United States Code, and 
title 14, Code of Federal Regulations. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—Improved pilots li-
censes issued under subsection (a) shall— 

(1) be resistant to tampering, alteration, 
and counterfeiting; 

(2) include a photograph of the individual 
to whom the license is issued; and 

(3) be capable of accommodating a digital 
photograph, a biometric identifier, or any 
other unique identifier that the Adminis-
trator considers necessary. 

(c) TAMPERING.—To the extent practical, 
the Administrator shall develop methods to 
determine or reveal whether any component 
or security feature of a license issued under 
subsection (a) has been tampered, altered, or 
counterfeited. 

(d) USE OF DESIGNEES.—The Administrator 
may use designees to carry out subsection 
(a) to the extent feasible in order to mini-
mize the burdens on pilots. 

(e) REPORT.—Not later than 9 months after 
the date of enactment of this Act and every 
6 months thereafter until September 30, 2012, 
the Administrator shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate a report on the 
issuance of improved pilot licenses under 
this section. 
SEC. 306. FLIGHT CREW FATIGUE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 3 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration shall conclude arrangements 
with the National Academy of Sciences for a 
study of pilot fatigue. 

(b) STUDY.—The study shall include consid-
eration of— 

(1) research on pilot fatigue, sleep, and cir-
cadian rhythms; 

(2) sleep and rest requirements of pilots 
recommended by the National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration and the National 
Transportation Safety Board; and 

(3) Federal Aviation Administration and 
international standards regarding flight lim-
itations and rest for pilots. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months 
after initiating the study, the National 
Academy of Sciences shall submit to the Ad-
ministrator a report containing its findings 
and recommendations regarding the study 
under subsections (a) and (b), including rec-
ommendations with respect to Federal Avia-
tion Administration regulations governing 
flight time limitations and rest require-
ments for pilots. 

(d) RULEMAKING.—After the Administrator 
receives the report of the National Academy 
of Sciences, the Administrator shall consider 
the findings in the report and update as ap-
propriate based on scientific data Federal 
Aviation Administration regulations gov-
erning flight time limitations and rest re-
quirements for pilots. 

(e) FLIGHT ATTENDANT FATIGUE.— 
(1) STUDY.—The Administrator, acting 

through the Civil Aerospace Medical Insti-
tute, shall conduct a study on the issue of 
flight attendant fatigue. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The study shall include the 
following: 

(A) A survey of field operations of flight 
attendants. 

(B) A study of incident reports regarding 
flight attendant fatigue. 

(C) Field research on the effects of such fa-
tigue. 

(D) A validation of models for assessing 
flight attendant fatigue. 

(E) A review of international policies and 
practices regarding flight limitations and 
rest of flight attendants. 
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(F) An analysis of potential benefits of 

training flight attendants regarding fatigue. 
(3) REPORT.—Not later than June 30, 2010, 

the Administrator shall submit to Congress 
a report on the results of the study. 

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as may be necessary to carry out this 
section. 
SEC. 307. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 

STANDARDS FOR FLIGHT ATTEND-
ANTS ON BOARD AIRCRAFT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 447 (as amended 
by section 303 of this Act) is further amended 
by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘§ 44731. Occupational safety and health 

standards for flight attendants on board 
aircraft 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of 

the Federal Aviation Administration shall 
prescribe and enforce standards and regula-
tions to ensure the occupational safety and 
health of individuals serving as flight at-
tendants in the cabin of an aircraft of an air 
carrier. 

‘‘(b) STANDARDS AND REGULATIONS.—Stand-
ards and regulations issued under this sec-
tion shall require each air carrier operating 
an aircraft in air transportation— 

‘‘(1) to provide for an environment in the 
cabin of the aircraft that is free from haz-
ards that could cause physical harm to a 
flight attendant working in the cabin; and 

‘‘(2) to meet minimum standards for the 
occupational safety and health of flight at-
tendants who work in the cabin of the air-
craft. 

‘‘(c) RULEMAKING.—In carrying out this 
section, the Administrator shall conduct a 
rulemaking proceeding to address, at a min-
imum, the following areas: 

‘‘(1) Record keeping. 
‘‘(2) Blood borne pathogens. 
‘‘(3) Noise. 
‘‘(4) Sanitation. 
‘‘(5) Hazard communication. 
‘‘(6) Anti-discrimination. 
‘‘(7) Access to employee exposure and med-

ical records. 
‘‘(8) Temperature standards for the aircraft 

cabin. 
‘‘(d) REGULATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) DEADLINE.—Not later than 3 years 

after the date of enactment of this section, 
the Administrator shall issue final regula-
tions to carry out this section. 

‘‘(2) CONTENTS.—Regulations issued under 
this subsection shall address each of the 
issues identified in subsection (c) and others 
aspects of the environment of an aircraft 
cabin that may cause illness or injury to a 
flight attendant working in the cabin. 

‘‘(3) EMPLOYER ACTIONS TO ADDRESS OCCUPA-
TIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH HAZARDS.—Regu-
lations issued under this subsection shall set 
forth clearly the circumstances under which 
an air carrier is required to take action to 
address occupational safety and health haz-
ards. 

‘‘(e) ADDITIONAL RULEMAKING PRO-
CEEDINGS.—After issuing regulations under 
subsection (c), the Administrator may con-
duct additional rulemaking proceedings as 
the Administrator determines appropriate to 
carry out this section. 

‘‘(f) OVERSIGHT.— 
‘‘(1) CABIN OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND 

HEALTH INSPECTORS.—The Administrator 
shall establish the position of Cabin Occupa-
tional Safety and Health Inspector within 
the Federal Aviation Administration and 
shall employ individuals with appropriate 
qualifications and expertise to serve in the 
position. 

‘‘(2) RESPONSIBILITIES.—Inspectors em-
ployed under this subsection shall be solely 
responsible for conducting proper oversight 

of air carrier programs implemented under 
this section. 

‘‘(g) CONSULTATION.—In developing regula-
tions under this section, the Administrator 
shall consult with the Administrator of the 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra-
tion, labor organizations representing flight 
attendants, air carriers, and other interested 
persons. 

‘‘(h) SAFETY PRIORITY.—In developing and 
implementing regulations under this section, 
the Administrator shall give priority to the 
safe operation and maintenance of an air-
craft. 

‘‘(i) FLIGHT ATTENDANT DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term ‘flight attendant’ has the 
meaning given that term by section 44728. 

‘‘(j) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as may be necessary to carry out this 
section. Such sums shall remain available 
until expended.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for chapter 447 is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 
‘‘44731. Occupational safety and health stand-

ards for flight attendants on 
board aircraft.’’. 

SEC. 308. AIRCRAFT SURVEILLANCE IN MOUN-
TAINOUS AREAS. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Administrator of 
the Federal Aviation Administration may es-
tablish a pilot program to improve safety 
and efficiency by providing surveillance for 
aircraft flying outside of radar coverage in 
mountainous areas. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as may be necessary to carry out this 
section. Such sums shall remain available 
until expended. 
SEC. 309. OFF-AIRPORT, LOW-ALTITUDE AIR-

CRAFT WEATHER OBSERVATION 
TECHNOLOGY. 

(a) STUDY.—The Administrator of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration shall conduct a 
review of off-airport, low-altitude aircraft 
weather observation technologies. 

(b) SPECIFIC REVIEW.—The review shall in-
clude, at a minimum, an examination of off- 
airport, low-altitude weather reporting 
needs, an assessment of technical alter-
natives (including automated weather obser-
vation stations), an investment analysis, and 
recommendations for improving weather re-
porting. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall submit to Congress a re-
port containing the results of the review. 
SEC. 310. NONCERTIFICATED MAINTENANCE 

PROVIDERS. 
(a) ISSUANCE OF REGULATIONS.—Not later 

than 3 years after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Administrator of the Federal 
Aviation Administration shall issue regula-
tions requiring that all covered maintenance 
work on aircraft used to provide air trans-
portation under part 121 of title 14, Code of 
Federal Regulations, be performed by indi-
viduals in accordance with subsection (b). 

(b) PERSONS AUTHORIZED TO PERFORM CER-
TAIN WORK.—Covered maintenance work for 
a part 121 air carrier shall only be performed 
by— 

(1) an individual employed by the air car-
rier; 

(2) an individual employed by another part 
121 air carrier; 

(3) an individual employed by a part 145 re-
pair station; or 

(4) an individual employed by a company 
that provides contract maintenance workers 
to a part 145 repair station or part 121 air 
carrier, if the individual— 

(A) meets the requirements of the part 145 
repair station or the part 121 air carrier; 

(B) works under the direct supervision and 
control of the part 145 repair station or part 
121 air carrier; and 

(C) carries out the work in accordance with 
the part 121 air carrier’s maintenance man-
ual and, if applicable, the part 145 certificate 
holder’s repair station and quality control 
manuals. 

(c) PLAN.— 
(1) DEVELOPMENT.—The Administrator 

shall develop a plan to— 
(A) require air carriers to identify and pro-

vide to the Administrator a complete listing 
of all noncertificated maintenance providers 
that perform, before the effective date of the 
regulations to be issued under subsection (a), 
covered maintenance work on aircraft used 
to provide air transportation under part 121 
of title 14, Code of Federal Regulations; 

(B) validate the lists that air carriers pro-
vide under subparagraph (A) by sampling air 
carrier records, such as maintenance activ-
ity reports and general vendor listings; and 

(C) include surveillance and oversight by 
field inspectors of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration for all noncertificated mainte-
nance providers that perform covered main-
tenance work on aircraft used to provide air 
transportation in accordance with such part 
121. 

(2) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 6 
months after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrator shall transmit to 
Congress a report containing the plan devel-
oped under paragraph (1). 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the fol-
lowing definitions apply: 

(1) COVERED MAINTENANCE WORK.—The term 
‘‘covered maintenance work’’ means mainte-
nance work that is essential, regularly 
scheduled, or a required inspection item, as 
determined by the Administrator. 

(2) PART 121 AIR CARRIER.—The term ‘‘part 
121 air carrier’’ means an air carrier that 
holds a certificate issued under part 121 of 
title 14, Code of Federal Regulations. 

(3) PART 145 REPAIR STATION.—The term 
‘‘part 145 repair station’’ means a repair sta-
tion that holds a certificate issued under 
part 145 of title 14, Code of Federal Regula-
tions. 

(4) NONCERTIFICATED MAINTENANCE PRO-
VIDER.—The term ‘‘noncertificated mainte-
nance provider’’ means a maintenance pro-
vider that does not hold a certificate issued 
under part 121 or part 145 of title 14 Code of 
Federal Regulations. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as may be necessary for the Adminis-
trator to hire additional field safety inspec-
tors to ensure adequate and timely inspec-
tion of maintenance providers that perform 
covered maintenance work. 
SEC. 311. AIRCRAFT RESCUE AND FIREFIGHTING 

STANDARDS. 
(a) RULEMAKING PROCEEDING.—Not later 

than 180 days after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Administrator of the Federal 
Aviation Administration shall initiate a 
rulemaking proceeding for the purpose of 
issuing a proposed and final rule that revises 
the aircraft rescue and firefighting standards 
(‘‘ARFF’’) under part 139 of title 14, Code of 
Federal Regulations, to improve the protec-
tion of the traveling public, other persons, 
aircraft, buildings, and the environment 
from fires and hazardous materials incidents. 

(b) CONTENTS OF PROPOSED AND FINAL 
RULE.—The proposed and final rule to be 
issued under subsection (a) shall address the 
following: 

(1) The mission of aircraft rescue and fire-
fighting personnel, including responsibilities 
for passenger egress in the context of other 
Administration requirements. 

(2) The proper level of staffing. 
(3) The timeliness of a response. 
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(4) The handling of hazardous materials in-

cidents at airports. 
(5) Proper vehicle deployment. 
(6) The need for equipment modernization. 
(c) CONSISTENCY WITH VOLUNTARY CON-

SENSUS STANDARDS.—The proposed and final 
rule issued under subsection (a) shall be, to 
the extent practical, consistent with na-
tional voluntary consensus standards for air-
craft rescue and firefighting services at air-
ports. 

(d) ASSESSMENTS OF POTENTIAL IMPACTS.— 
In the rulemaking proceeding initiated 
under subsection (a), the Administrator shall 
assess the potential impact of any revisions 
to the firefighting standards on airports and 
air transportation service. 

(e) INCONSISTENCY WITH STANDARDS.—If the 
proposed or final rule issued under sub-
section (a) is not consistent with national 
voluntary consensus standards for aircraft 
rescue and firefighting services at airports, 
the Administrator shall submit to the Office 
of Management and Budget an explanation of 
the reasons for such inconsistency in accord-
ance with section 12(d) of the National Tech-
nology Transfer and Advancement Act of 
1995 (15 U.S.C. 272 note; 110 Stat. 783). 

(f) FINAL RULE.—Not later than 24 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall issue the final rule re-
quired by subsection (a). 

Subtitle B—Unmanned Aircraft Systems 
SEC. 321. COMMERCIAL UNMANNED AIRCRAFT 

SYSTEMS INTEGRATION PLAN. 
(a) INTEGRATION PLAN.— 
(1) COMPREHENSIVE PLAN.—Not later than 9 

months after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary, in consultation with rep-
resentatives of the aviation industry, shall 
develop a comprehensive plan to safely inte-
grate commercial unmanned aircraft sys-
tems into the national airspace system. 

(2) MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS.—In developing 
the plan under paragraph (1), the Secretary 
shall, at a minimum— 

(A) review technologies and research that 
will assist in facilitating the safe integration 
of commercial unmanned aircraft systems 
into the national airspace system; 

(B) provide recommendations or projec-
tions for the rulemaking to be conducted 
under subsection (b) to— 

(i) define the acceptable standards for op-
erations and certification of commercial un-
manned aircraft systems; 

(ii) ensure that any commercial unmanned 
aircraft system includes a detect, sense, and 
avoid capability; and 

(iii) develop standards and requirements 
for the operator, pilot, and programmer of a 
commercial unmanned aircraft system, in-
cluding standards and requirements for reg-
istration and licensing; 

(C) recommend how best to enhance the 
technologies and subsystems necessary to ef-
fect the safe and routine operations of com-
mercial unmanned aircraft systems in the 
national airspace system; and 

(D) recommend how a phased-in approach 
to the integration of commercial unmanned 
aircraft systems into the national airspace 
system can best be achieved and a timeline 
upon which such a phase-in shall occur. 

(3) DEADLINE.—The plan to be developed 
under paragraph (1) shall provide for the safe 
integration of commercial unmanned air-
craft systems into the national airspace sys-
tem as soon as possible, but not later than 
September 30, 2013. 

(4) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
one year after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall submit to Congress 
a copy of the plan developed under paragraph 
(1). 

(b) RULEMAKING.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date on which the integration plan 

is submitted to Congress under subsection 
(a)(4), the Administrator of the Federal Avia-
tion Administration shall publish in the Fed-
eral Register a notice of proposed rule-
making to implement the recommendations 
of the integration plan. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION.—There are authorized 
to be appropriated such sums as may be nec-
essary to carry out this section. 
SEC. 322. SPECIAL RULES FOR CERTAIN UN-

MANNED AIRCRAFT SYSTEMS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the re-
quirements of sections 321 and 323, and not 
later than 6 months after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary shall deter-
mine if certain unmanned aircraft systems 
may operate safely in the national airspace 
system before completion of the plan and 
rulemaking required by section 321 or the 
guidance required by section 323. 

(b) ASSESSMENT OF UNMANNED AIRCRAFT 
SYSTEMS.—In making the determination 
under subsection (a), the Secretary shall de-
termine, at a minimum— 

(1) which types of unmanned aircraft sys-
tems, if any, as a result of their size, weight, 
speed, operational capability, proximity to 
airports and population areas, and operation 
within visual line-of-sight do not create a 
hazard to users of the national airspace sys-
tem or the public or pose a threat to na-
tional security; and 

(2) whether a certificate of authorization 
or an airworthiness certification under sec-
tion 44704 of title 49, United States Code, is 
required for the operation of unmanned air-
craft systems identified under paragraph (1). 

(c) REQUIREMENTS FOR SAFE OPERATION.—If 
the Secretary determines under this section 
that certain unmanned aircraft systems may 
operate safely in the national airspace sys-
tem, the Secretary shall establish require-
ments for the safe operation of such aircraft 
systems in the national airspace system. 
SEC. 323. PUBLIC UNMANNED AIRCRAFT SYS-

TEMS. 

Not later than 9 months after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall 
issue guidance regarding the operation of 
public unmanned aircraft systems to— 

(1) expedite the issuance of a certificate of 
authorization process; 

(2) provide for a collaborative process with 
public agencies to allow for an incremental 
expansion of access to the national airspace 
system as technology matures and the nec-
essary safety analysis and data become 
available and until standards are completed 
and technology issues are resolved; and 

(3) facilitate the capability of public agen-
cies to develop and use test ranges, subject 
to operating restrictions required by the 
Federal Aviation Administration, to test and 
operate unmanned aircraft systems. 
SEC. 324. DEFINITIONS. 

In this subtitle, the following definitions 
apply: 

(1) CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION.—The 
term ‘‘certificate of authorization’’ means a 
Federal Aviation Administration grant of 
approval for a specific flight operation. 

(2) DETECT, SENSE, AND AVOID CAPABILITY.— 
The term ‘‘detect, sense, and avoid capa-
bility’’ means the technical capability to 
perform separation assurance and collision 
avoidance, as defined by the Federal Avia-
tion Administration. 

(3) PUBLIC UNMANNED AIRCRAFT SYSTEM.— 
The term ‘‘public unmanned aircraft sys-
tem’’ means an unmanned aircraft system 
that meets the qualifications and conditions 
required for operation of a public aircraft, as 
defined by section 40102 of title 49, United 
States Code. 

(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Transportation. 

(5) TEST RANGE.—The term ‘‘test range’’ 
means a defined geographic area where re-
search and development are conducted. 

(6) UNMANNED AIRCRAFT.—The term ‘‘un-
manned aircraft’’ means an aircraft that is 
operated without the possibility of direct 
human intervention from within or on the 
aircraft. 

(7) UNMANNED AIRCRAFT SYSTEM.—The term 
‘‘unmanned aircraft system’’ means an un-
manned aircraft and associated elements 
(such as communication links and a ground 
control station) that are required to operate 
safely and efficiently in the national air-
space system. 

Subtitle C—Safety and Protections 

SEC. 331. AVIATION SAFETY WHISTLEBLOWER IN-
VESTIGATION OFFICE. 

Section 106 of title 49, United States Code, 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(s) AVIATION SAFETY WHISTLEBLOWER IN-
VESTIGATION OFFICE.— 

‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Federal Aviation Administration (in 
this section referred to as the ‘Agency’) an 
Aviation Safety Whistleblower Investigation 
Office (in this subsection referred to as the 
‘Office’). 

‘‘(2) DIRECTOR.— 
‘‘(A) APPOINTMENT.—The head of the Office 

shall be the Director, who shall be appointed 
by the Secretary of Transportation. 

‘‘(B) QUALIFICATIONS.—The Director shall 
have a demonstrated ability in investiga-
tions and knowledge of or experience in avia-
tion. 

‘‘(C) TERM.—The Director shall be ap-
pointed for a term of 5 years. 

‘‘(D) VACANCY.—Any individual appointed 
to fill a vacancy in the position of the Direc-
tor occurring before the expiration of the 
term for which the individual’s predecessor 
was appointed shall be appointed for the re-
mainder of that term. 

‘‘(3) COMPLAINTS AND INVESTIGATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) AUTHORITY OF DIRECTOR.—The Direc-

tor shall— 
‘‘(i) receive complaints and information 

submitted by employees of persons holding 
certificates issued under title 14, Code of 
Federal Regulations, and employees of the 
Agency concerning the possible existence of 
an activity relating to a violation of an 
order, regulation, or standard of the Agency 
or any other provision of Federal law relat-
ing to aviation safety; 

‘‘(ii) assess complaints and information 
submitted under clause (i) and determine 
whether a substantial likelihood exists that 
a violation of an order, regulation, or stand-
ard of the Agency or any other provision of 
Federal law relating to aviation safety may 
have occurred; and 

‘‘(iii) based on findings of the assessment 
conducted under clause (ii), make rec-
ommendations to the Administrator in writ-
ing for further investigation or corrective 
actions. 

‘‘(B) DISCLOSURE OF IDENTITIES.—The Di-
rector shall not disclose the identity of an 
individual who submits a complaint or infor-
mation under subparagraph (A)(i) unless— 

‘‘(i) the individual consents to the disclo-
sure in writing; or 

‘‘(ii) the Director determines, in the course 
of an investigation, that the disclosure is un-
avoidable. 

‘‘(C) INDEPENDENCE OF DIRECTOR.—The Sec-
retary, the Administrator, or any officer or 
employee of the Agency may not prevent or 
prohibit the Director from initiating, car-
rying out, or completing any assessment of a 
complaint or information submitted sub-
paragraph (A)(i) or from reporting to Con-
gress on any such assessment. 
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‘‘(D) ACCESS TO INFORMATION.—In con-

ducting an assessment of a complaint or in-
formation submitted under subparagraph 
(A)(i), the Director shall have access to all 
records, reports, audits, reviews, documents, 
papers, recommendations, and other mate-
rial necessary to determine whether a sub-
stantial likelihood exists that a violation of 
an order, regulation, or standard of the 
Agency or any other provision of Federal law 
relating to aviation safety may have oc-
curred. 

‘‘(4) RESPONSES TO RECOMMENDATIONS.—The 
Administrator shall respond to a rec-
ommendation made by the Director under 
subparagraph (A)(iii) in writing and retain 
records related to any further investigations 
or corrective actions taken in response to 
the recommendation. 

‘‘(5) INCIDENT REPORTS.—If the Director de-
termines there is a substantial likelihood 
that a violation of an order, regulation, or 
standard of the Agency or any other provi-
sion of Federal law relating to aviation safe-
ty may have occurred that requires imme-
diate corrective action, the Director shall re-
port the potential violation expeditiously to 
the Administrator and the Inspector General 
of the Department of Transportation. 

‘‘(6) REPORTING OF CRIMINAL VIOLATIONS TO 
INSPECTOR GENERAL.—If the Director has rea-
sonable grounds to believe that there has 
been a violation of Federal criminal law, the 
Director shall report the violation expedi-
tiously to the Inspector General. 

‘‘(7) ANNUAL REPORTS TO CONGRESS.—Not 
later than October 1 of each year, the Direc-
tor shall submit to Congress a report con-
taining— 

‘‘(A) information on the number of submis-
sions of complaints and information received 
by the Director under paragraph (3)(A)(i) in 
the preceding 12-month period; 

‘‘(B) summaries of those submissions; 
‘‘(C) summaries of further investigations 

and corrective actions recommended in re-
sponse to the submissions; and 

‘‘(D) summaries of the responses of the Ad-
ministrator to such recommendations.’’. 
SEC. 332. MODIFICATION OF CUSTOMER SERVICE 

INITIATIVE. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) Subsections (a) and (d) of section 40101 
of title 49, United States Code, directs the 
Federal Aviation Administration (in this 
section referred to as the ‘‘Agency’’) to make 
safety its highest priority. 

(2) In 1996, to ensure that there would be no 
appearance of a conflict of interest for the 
Agency in carrying out its safety respon-
sibilities, Congress amended section 40101(d) 
of such title to remove the responsibilities of 
the Agency to promote airlines. 

(3) Despite these directives from Congress 
regarding the priority of safety, the Agency 
issued a vision statement in which it stated 
that it has a ‘‘vision’’ of ‘‘being responsive to 
our customers and accountable to the pub-
lic’’ and, in 2003, issued a customer service 
initiative that required aviation inspectors 
to treat air carriers and other aviation cer-
tificate holders as ‘‘customers’’ rather than 
regulated entities. 

(4) The initiatives described in paragraph 
(3) appear to have given regulated entities 
and Agency inspectors the impression that 
the management of the Agency gives an un-
duly high priority to the satisfaction of reg-
ulated entities regarding its inspection and 
certification decisions and other lawful ac-
tions of its safety inspectors. 

(5) As a result of the emphasis on customer 
satisfaction, some managers of the Agency 
have discouraged vigorous enforcement and 
replaced inspectors whose lawful actions ad-
versely affected an air carrier. 

(b) MODIFICATION OF INITIATIVE.—Not later 
than 90 days after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Administrator of the Federal 
Aviation Administration shall modify the 
customer service initiative, mission and vi-
sion statements, and other statements of 
policy of the Agency— 

(1) to remove any reference to air carriers 
or other entities regulated by the Agency as 
‘‘customers’’; 

(2) to clarify that in regulating safety the 
only customers of the Agency are individuals 
traveling on aircraft; and 

(3) to clarify that air carriers and other en-
tities regulated by the Agency do not have 
the right to select the employees of the 
Agency who will inspect their operations. 

(c) SAFETY PRIORITY.—In carrying out the 
Administrator’s responsibilities, the Admin-
istrator shall ensure that safety is given a 
higher priority than preventing the dis-
satisfaction of an air carrier or other entity 
regulated by the Agency with an employee of 
the Agency. 
SEC. 333. POST-EMPLOYMENT RESTRICTIONS 

FOR FLIGHT STANDARDS INSPEC-
TORS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 44711 of title 49, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(d) POST-EMPLOYMENT RESTRICTIONS FOR 
FLIGHT STANDARDS INSPECTORS.— 

‘‘(1) PROHIBITION.—A person holding an op-
erating certificate issued under title 14, Code 
of Federal Regulations, may not knowingly 
employ, or make a contractual arrangement 
which permits, an individual to act as an 
agent or representative of the certificate 
holder in any matter before the Federal 
Aviation Administration (in this subsection 
referred to as the ‘Agency’) if the individual, 
in the preceding 2-year period— 

‘‘(A) served as, or was responsible for over-
sight of, a flight standards inspector of the 
Agency; and 

‘‘(B) had responsibility to inspect, or over-
see inspection of, the operations of the cer-
tificate holder. 

‘‘(2) WRITTEN AND ORAL COMMUNICATIONS.— 
For purposes of paragraph (1), an individual 
shall be considered to be acting as an agent 
or representative of a certificate holder in a 
matter before the Agency if the individual 
makes any written or oral communication 
on behalf of the certificate holder to the 
Agency (or any of its officers or employees) 
in connection with a particular matter, 
whether or not involving a specific party and 
without regard to whether the individual has 
participated in, or had responsibility for, the 
particular matter while serving as a flight 
standards inspector of the Agency.’’. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.—The amendment made 
by subsection (a) shall not apply to an indi-
vidual employed by a certificate holder as of 
the date of enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 334. ASSIGNMENT OF PRINCIPAL SUPER-

VISORY INSPECTORS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—An individual serving as a 

principal supervisory inspector of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration (in this section 
referred to as the ‘‘Agency’’) may not be re-
sponsible for overseeing the operations of a 
single air carrier for a continuous period of 
more than 5 years. 

(b) TRANSITIONAL PROVISION.—An indi-
vidual serving as a principal supervisory in-
spector of the Agency with respect to an air 
carrier as of the date of enactment of this 
Act may be responsible for overseeing the 
operations of the carrier until the last day of 
the 5-year period specified in subsection (a) 
or last day of the 2-year period beginning on 
such date of enactment, whichever is later. 

(c) ISSUANCE OF ORDER.—Not later than 30 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Administrator of the Federal Aviation 
Administration shall issue an order to carry 
out this section. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Administrator such sums as may be nec-
essary to carry out this section. 
SEC. 335. HEADQUARTERS REVIEW OF AIR 

TRANSPORTATION OVERSIGHT SYS-
TEM DATABASE. 

(a) REVIEWS.—The Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration shall estab-
lish a process by which the air transpor-
tation oversight system database of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration (in this section 
referred to as the ‘‘Agency’’) is reviewed by 
a team of employees of the Agency on a 
monthly basis to ensure that— 

(1) any trends in regulatory compliance are 
identified; and 

(2) appropriate corrective actions are 
taken in accordance with Agency regula-
tions, advisory directives, policies, and pro-
cedures. 

(b) MONTHLY TEAM REPORTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The team of employees 

conducting a monthly review of the air 
transportation oversight system database 
under subsection (a) shall submit to the Ad-
ministrator, the Associate Administrator for 
Aviation Safety, and the Director of Flight 
Standards a report on the results of the re-
view. 

(2) CONTENTS.—A report submitted under 
paragraph (1) shall identify— 

(A) any trends in regulatory compliance 
discovered by the team of employees in con-
ducting the monthly review; and 

(B) any corrective actions taken or pro-
posed to be taken in response to the trends. 

(c) QUARTERLY REPORTS TO CONGRESS.—The 
Administrator, on a quarterly basis, shall 
submit to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate a report on the results of reviews of 
the air transportation oversight system 
database conducted under this section, in-
cluding copies of reports received under sub-
section (b). 
SEC. 336. IMPROVED VOLUNTARY DISCLOSURE 

REPORTING SYSTEM. 
(a) VOLUNTARY DISCLOSURE REPORTING 

PROGRAM DEFINED.—In this section, the term 
‘‘Voluntary Disclosure Reporting Program’’ 
means the program established by the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration through Advi-
sory Circular 00–58A, dated September 8, 
2006, including any subsequent revisions 
thereto. 

(b) VERIFICATION.—The Administrator of 
the Federal Aviation Administration shall 
modify the Voluntary Disclosure Reporting 
Program to require inspectors to— 

(1) verify that air carriers implement com-
prehensive solutions to correct the under-
lying causes of the violations voluntarily 
disclosed by such air carriers; and 

(2) confirm, before approving a final report 
of a violation, that the violation, or another 
violation occurring under the same cir-
cumstances, has not been previously discov-
ered by an inspector or self-disclosed by the 
air carrier. 

(c) SUPERVISORY REVIEW OF VOLUNTARY 
SELF DISCLOSURES.—The Administrator shall 
establish a process by which voluntary self- 
disclosures received from air carriers are re-
viewed and approved by a supervisor after 
the initial review by an inspector. 

(d) GAO STUDY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 

shall conduct a study of the Voluntary Dis-
closure Reporting Program. 

(2) REVIEW.—In conducting the study, the 
Comptroller General shall examine, at a 
minimum, whether— 

(A) there is evidence that voluntary disclo-
sure is resulting in regulated entities discov-
ering and correcting violations to a greater 
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extent than would otherwise occur if there 
was no program for immunity from enforce-
ment action; 

(B) the voluntary disclosure program 
makes the Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) aware of violations that the FAA 
would not have discovered if there was not a 
program, and if a violation is disclosed vol-
untarily, whether the FAA insists on strong-
er corrective actions than would have oc-
curred if the regulated entity knew of a vio-
lation, but FAA did not; 

(C) the information the FAA gets under 
the program leads to fewer violations by 
other entities, either because the informa-
tion leads other entities to look for similar 
violations or because the information leads 
FAA investigators to look for similar viola-
tions at other entities; and 

(D) there is any evidence that voluntary 
disclosure has improved compliance with 
regulations, either for the entities making 
disclosures or for the industry generally. 

(3) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives and Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate a report on the results 
of the study conducted under this section. 
TITLE IV—AIR SERVICE IMPROVEMENTS 

SEC. 401. MONTHLY AIR CARRIER REPORTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 41708 is amended 

by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(c) DIVERTED AND CANCELLED FLIGHTS.— 
‘‘(1) MONTHLY REPORTS.—The Secretary 

shall require an air carrier referred to in 
paragraph (2) to file with the Secretary a 
monthly report on each flight of the air car-
rier that is diverted from its scheduled des-
tination to another airport and each flight of 
the air carrier that departs the gate at the 
airport at which the flight originates but is 
cancelled before wheels-off time. 

‘‘(2) APPLICABILITY.—An air carrier that is 
required to file a monthly airline service 
quality performance report under subsection 
(b) shall be subject to the requirement of 
paragraph (1). 

‘‘(3) CONTENTS.—A monthly report filed by 
an air carrier under paragraph (1) shall in-
clude, at a minimum, the following informa-
tion: 

‘‘(A) For a diverted flight— 
‘‘(i) the flight number of the diverted 

flight; 
‘‘(ii) the scheduled destination of the 

flight; 
‘‘(iii) the date and time of the flight; 
‘‘(iv) the airport to which the flight was di-

verted; 
‘‘(v) wheels-on time at the diverted airport; 
‘‘(vi) the time, if any, passengers deplaned 

the aircraft at the diverted airport; and 
‘‘(vii) if the flight arrives at the scheduled 

destination airport— 
‘‘(I) the gate-departure time at the di-

verted airport; 
‘‘(II) the wheels-off time at the diverted 

airport; 
‘‘(III) the wheels-on time at the scheduled 

arrival airport; and 
‘‘(IV) the gate arrival time at the sched-

uled arrival airport. 
‘‘(B) For flights cancelled after gate depar-

ture— 
‘‘(i) the flight number of the cancelled 

flight; 
‘‘(ii) the scheduled origin and destination 

airports of the cancelled flight; 
‘‘(iii) the date and time of the cancelled 

flight; 
‘‘(iv) the gate-departure time of the can-

celled flight; and 
‘‘(v) the time the aircraft returned to the 

gate. 

‘‘(4) PUBLICATION.—The Secretary shall 
compile the information provided in the 
monthly reports filed pursuant to paragraph 
(1) in a single monthly report and publish 
such report on the website of the Depart-
ment of Transportation.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The Secretary of 
Transportation shall require monthly re-
ports pursuant to the amendment made by 
subsection (a) beginning not later than 90 
days after the date of enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 402. FLIGHT OPERATIONS AT REAGAN NA-

TIONAL AIRPORT. 
(a) BEYOND PERIMETER EXEMPTIONS.—Sec-

tion 41718(a) is amended by striking ‘‘24’’ and 
inserting ‘‘34’’. 

(b) LIMITATIONS.—Section 41718(c)(2) is 
amended by striking ‘‘3 operations’’ and in-
serting ‘‘5 operations’’. 

(c) ALLOCATION OF BEYOND-PERIMETER EX-
EMPTIONS.—Section 41718(c) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (4) and (5), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(3) SLOTS.—The Administrator of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration shall reduce 
the hourly air carrier slot quota for Ronald 
Reagan Washington National Airport in sec-
tion 93.123(a) of title 14, Code of Federal Reg-
ulations, by a total of 10 slots that are avail-
able for allocation. Such reductions shall be 
taken in the 6:00 a.m., 10:00 p.m., or 11:00 p.m. 
hours, as determined by the Administrator, 
in order to grant exemptions under sub-
section (a).’’. 

(d) SCHEDULING PRIORITY.—Section 41718 is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (e) and (f) 
as subsections (f) and (g), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(e) SCHEDULING PRIORITY.—Operations 
conducted by new entrant air carriers and 
limited incumbent air carriers shall be af-
forded a scheduling priority over operations 
conducted by other air carriers granted ex-
emptions pursuant to this section, with the 
highest scheduling priority to be afforded to 
beyond-perimeter operations conducted by 
new entrant air carriers and limited incum-
bent air carriers.’’. 
SEC. 403. EAS CONTRACT GUIDELINES. 

(a) COMPENSATION GUIDELINES.—Section 
41737(a)(1) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of subpara-
graph (B); 

(2) in subparagraph (C) by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting a semicolon; 
and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(D) include provisions under which the 

Secretary may encourage an air carrier to 
improve air service for which compensation 
is being paid under this subchapter by incor-
porating financial incentives in an essential 
air service contract based on specified per-
formance goals, including goals related to 
improving on-time performance, reducing 
the number of flight cancellations, estab-
lishing reasonable fares (including joint 
fares beyond the hub airport), establishing 
convenient connections to flights providing 
service beyond hub airports, and increasing 
marketing efforts; and 

‘‘(E) include provisions under which the 
Secretary may execute a long-term essential 
air service contract to encourage an air car-
rier to provide air service to an eligible place 
if it would be in the public interest to do 
so.’’. 

(b) DEADLINE FOR ISSUANCE OF REVISED 
GUIDANCE.—Not later than 90 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of Transportation shall issue revised guide-
lines governing the rate of compensation 
payable under subchapter II of chapter 417 of 

title 49, United States Code, that incorporate 
the amendments made by subsection (a). 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after 
the date of issuance of revised guidelines 
pursuant to subsection (b), the Secretary 
shall submit to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate a report on the extent to which the 
revised guidelines have been implemented 
and the impact, if any, such implementation 
has had on air carrier performance and com-
munity satisfaction with air service for 
which compensation is being paid under sub-
chapter II of chapter 417 of title 49, United 
States Code. 
SEC. 404. ESSENTIAL AIR SERVICE REFORM. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 41742(a)(2) of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘there is au-
thorized to be appropriated $77,000,000’’ and 
inserting ‘‘there is authorized to be appro-
priated out of the Airport and Airway Trust 
Fund $150,000,000’’. 

(b) DISTRIBUTION OF EXCESS FUNDS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 41742(a) is amend-

ed by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(4) DISTRIBUTION OF EXCESS FUNDS.—Of the 

funds, if any, credited to the account estab-
lished under section 45303 in a fiscal year 
that exceed the $50,000,000 made available for 
such fiscal year under paragraph (1)— 

‘‘(A) one-half shall be made available im-
mediately for obligation and expenditure to 
carry out section 41743; and 

‘‘(B) one-half shall be made available im-
mediately for obligation and expenditure to 
carry out subsection (b).’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
41742(b) is amended— 

(A) in the first sentence by striking ‘‘mon-
eys credited’’ and all that follows before 
‘‘shall be used’’ and inserting ‘‘amounts 
made available under subsection (a)(4)(B)’’; 
and 

(B) in the second sentence by striking ‘‘any 
amounts from those fees’’ and inserting ‘‘any 
of such amounts’’. 
SEC. 405. SMALL COMMUNITY AIR SERVICE. 

(a) PRIORITIES.—Section 41743(c)(5) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of subpara-
graph (D); 

(2) in subparagraph (E) by striking ‘‘fash-
ion.’’ and inserting ‘‘fashion; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(F) multiple communities cooperate to 

submit a regional or multistate application 
to improve air service.’’. 

(b) EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATION.—Section 
41743(e)(2) is amended by striking ‘‘2009’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2012’’. 
SEC. 406. AIR PASSENGER SERVICE IMPROVE-

MENTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle VII is amended 

by inserting after chapter 421 the following: 
‘‘CHAPTER 423—AIR PASSENGER SERVICE 

IMPROVEMENTS 
‘‘Sec. 
‘‘42301. Emergency contingency plans. 
‘‘42302. Consumer complaints. 
‘‘42303. Use of insecticides in passenger air-

craft. 
‘‘§ 42301. Emergency contingency plans 

‘‘(a) SUBMISSION OF AIR CARRIER AND AIR-
PORT PLANS.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of enactment of this section, each 
air carrier providing covered air transpor-
tation at a large hub airport or medium hub 
airport and each operator of a large hub air-
port or medium hub airport shall submit to 
the Secretary of Transportation for review 
and approval an emergency contingency plan 
in accordance with the requirements of this 
section. 
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‘‘(b) COVERED AIR TRANSPORTATION DE-

FINED.—In this section, the term ‘covered air 
transportation’ means scheduled passenger 
air transportation provided by an air carrier 
using aircraft with more than 30 seats. 

‘‘(c) AIR CARRIER PLANS.— 
‘‘(1) PLANS FOR INDIVIDUAL AIRPORTS.—An 

air carrier shall submit an emergency con-
tingency plan under subsection (a) for— 

‘‘(A) each large hub airport and medium 
hub airport at which the carrier provides 
covered air transportation; and 

‘‘(B) each large hub airport and medium 
hub airport at which the carrier has flights 
for which it has primary responsibility for 
inventory control. 

‘‘(2) CONTENTS.—An emergency contin-
gency plan submitted by an air carrier for an 
airport under subsection (a) shall contain a 
description of how the air carrier will— 

‘‘(A) provide food, water that meets the 
standards of the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 
U.S.C. 300f et seq.), restroom facilities, cabin 
ventilation, and access to medical treatment 
for passengers onboard an aircraft at the air-
port that is on the ground for an extended 
period of time without access to the ter-
minal; 

‘‘(B) allow passengers to deplane following 
excessive delays; and 

‘‘(C) share facilities and make gates avail-
able at the airport in an emergency. 

‘‘(d) AIRPORT PLANS.—An emergency con-
tingency plan submitted by an airport oper-
ator under subsection (a) shall contain— 

‘‘(1) a description of how the airport oper-
ator, to the maximum extent practicable, 
will provide for the deplanement of pas-
sengers following excessive delays and will 
provide for the sharing of facilities and make 
gates available at the airport in an emer-
gency; and 

‘‘(2) in the case of an airport that is used 
by an air carrier or foreign air carrier for 
flights in foreign air transportation, a de-
scription of how the airport operator will 
provide for use of the airport’s terminal, to 
the maximum extent practicable, for the 
processing of passengers arriving at the air-
port on such a flight in the case of an exces-
sive tarmac delay. 

‘‘(e) UPDATES.— 
‘‘(1) AIR CARRIERS.—An air carrier shall up-

date the emergency contingency plan sub-
mitted by the air carrier under subsection 
(a) every 3 years and submit the update to 
the Secretary for review and approval. 

‘‘(2) AIRPORTS.—An airport operator shall 
update the emergency contingency plan sub-
mitted by the airport operator under sub-
section (a) every 5 years and submit the up-
date to the Secretary for review and ap-
proval. 

‘‘(f) APPROVAL.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 9 months 

after the date of enactment of this section, 
the Secretary shall review and approve or re-
quire modifications to emergency contin-
gency plans submitted under subsection (a) 
and updates submitted under subsection (e) 
to ensure that the plans and updates will ef-
fectively address emergencies and provide 
for the health and safety of passengers. 

‘‘(2) CIVIL PENALTIES.—The Secretary may 
assess a civil penalty under section 46301 
against an air carrier or airport that does 
not adhere to an emergency contingency 
plan approved under this subsection. 

‘‘(g) MINIMUM STANDARDS.—The Secretary 
may establish, as necessary or desirable, 
minimum standards for elements in an emer-
gency contingency plan required to be sub-
mitted under this section. 

‘‘(h) PUBLIC ACCESS.—An air carrier or air-
port required to submit emergency contin-
gency plans under this section shall ensure 
public access to such plan after its approval 
under this section on the Internet website of 

the carrier or airport or by such other means 
as determined by the Secretary. 

‘‘§ 42302. Consumer complaints 
‘‘(a) CONSUMER COMPLAINTS HOTLINE TELE-

PHONE NUMBER.—The Secretary of Transpor-
tation shall establish a consumer complaints 
hotline telephone number for the use of pas-
sengers in air transportation. 

‘‘(b) PUBLIC NOTICE.—The Secretary shall 
notify the public of the telephone number es-
tablished under subsection (a). 

‘‘(c) NOTICE TO PASSENGERS OF AIR CAR-
RIERS.—An air carrier providing scheduled 
air transportation using aircraft with 30 or 
more seats shall include on the Internet Web 
site of the carrier and on any ticket con-
firmation and boarding pass issued by the air 
carrier— 

‘‘(1) the hotline telephone number estab-
lished under subsection (a); 

‘‘(2) the email address, telephone number, 
and mailing address of the air carrier; and 

‘‘(3) the email address, telephone number, 
and mailing address of the Aviation Con-
sumer Protection Division of the Depart-
ment of Transportation for the submission of 
reports by passengers about air travel serv-
ice problems. 

‘‘(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as may be necessary to carry out this 
section. Such sums shall remain available 
until expended. 

‘‘§ 42303. Use of insecticides in passenger air-
craft 
‘‘(a) INFORMATION TO BE PROVIDED ON THE 

INTERNET.—The Secretary shall establish, 
and make available to the general public, an 
Internet Web site that contains a listing of 
countries that may require an air carrier or 
foreign air carrier to treat an aircraft pas-
senger cabin with insecticides prior to a 
flight in foreign air transportation to that 
country or to apply an aerosol insecticide in 
an aircraft cabin used for such a flight when 
the cabin is occupied with passengers. 

‘‘(b) REQUIRED DISCLOSURES.—An air car-
rier, foreign air carrier, or ticket agent sell-
ing, in the United States, a ticket for a 
flight in foreign air transportation to a 
country listed on the Internet Web site es-
tablished under subsection (a) shall— 

‘‘(1) disclose, on its own Internet Web site 
or through other means, that the destination 
country may require the air carrier or for-
eign air carrier to treat an aircraft passenger 
cabin with insecticides prior to the flight or 
to apply an aerosol insecticide in an aircraft 
cabin used for such a flight when the cabin is 
occupied with passengers; and 

‘‘(2) refer the purchaser of the ticket to the 
Internet Web site established under sub-
section (a) for additional information.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for subtitle VII is amended by inserting after 
the item relating to chapter 421 the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘423. Air Passenger Service Improve-
ments ........................................... 42301’’. 

(c) PENALTIES.—Section 46301 is amended 
in subsections (a)(1)(A) and (c)(1)(A) by in-
serting ‘‘chapter 423,’’ after ‘‘chapter 421,’’. 

(d) APPLICABILITY OF REQUIREMENTS.—Ex-
cept as otherwise specifically provided, the 
requirements of chapter 423 of title 49, 
United States Code, as added by this section, 
shall begin to apply 60 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 407. CONTENTS OF COMPETITION PLANS. 

Section 47106(f)(2) is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘patterns of air service,’’; 
(2) by inserting ‘‘and’’ before ‘‘whether’’; 

and 
(3) by striking ‘‘, and airfare levels’’ and all 

that follows before the period. 

SEC. 408. EXTENSION OF COMPETITIVE ACCESS 
REPORTS. 

Section 47107(s)(3) is amended by striking 
‘‘April 1, 2009’’ and inserting ‘‘September 30, 
2012’’. 
SEC. 409. CONTRACT TOWER PROGRAM. 

(a) COST-BENEFIT REQUIREMENT.—Section 
47124(b) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘(1) The Secretary’’ and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(1) CONTRACT TOWER PROGRAM.— 
‘‘(A) CONTINUATION AND EXTENSION.—The 

Secretary’’; 
(2) by adding at the end of paragraph (1) 

the following: 
‘‘(B) SPECIAL RULE.—If the Secretary deter-

mines that a tower already operating under 
the program continued under this paragraph 
has a benefit to cost ratio of less than 1.0, 
the airport sponsor or State or local govern-
ment having jurisdiction over the airport 
shall not be required to pay the portion of 
the costs that exceeds the benefit for a pe-
riod of 18 months after such determination is 
made. 

‘‘(C) USE OF EXCESS FUNDS.—If the Sec-
retary finds that all or part of an amount 
made available to carry out the program 
continued under this paragraph is not re-
quired during a fiscal year, the Secretary 
may use, during such fiscal year, the amount 
not so required to carry out the program es-
tablished under paragraph (3).’’; and 

(3) by striking ‘‘(2) The Secretary’’ and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(2) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—The Secretary’’. 
(b) CONTRACT AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL TOWER 

COST-SHARING PROGRAM.— 
(1) FUNDING.—Section 47124(b)(3)(E) is 

amended— 
(A) by striking ‘‘and’’; and 
(B) by inserting ‘‘, $8,500,000 for fiscal year 

2008, $9,000,000 for fiscal year 2009, $9,500,000 
for fiscal year 2010, $10,000,000 for fiscal year 
2011, and $10,000,000 for fiscal year 2012’’ after 
‘‘2007’’. 

(2) USE OF EXCESS FUNDS.—Section 
47124(b)(3) is amended— 

(A) by redesignating subparagraph (E) (as 
amended by paragraph (1) of this subsection) 
as subparagraph (F); and 

(B) by inserting after subparagraph (D) the 
following: 

‘‘(E) USE OF EXCESS FUNDS.—If the Sec-
retary finds that all or part of an amount 
made available under this subparagraph is 
not required during a fiscal year to carry out 
this paragraph, the Secretary may use, dur-
ing such fiscal year, the amount not so re-
quired to carry out the program continued 
under paragraph (1).’’. 

(c) FEDERAL SHARE.—Section 47124(b)(4)(C) 
is amended by striking ‘‘$1,500,000’’ and in-
serting ‘‘$2,000,000’’. 

(d) SAFETY AUDITS.—Section 47124 is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(c) SAFETY AUDITS.—The Secretary shall 
establish uniform standards and require-
ments for safety assessments of air traffic 
control towers that receive funding under 
this section.’’. 
SEC. 410. AIRFARES FOR MEMBERS OF THE 

ARMED FORCES. 
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 
(1) the Armed Forces is comprised of ap-

proximately 1,400,000 members who are sta-
tioned on active duty at more than 6,000 
military bases in 146 different countries; 

(2) the United States is indebted to the 
members of the Armed Forces, many of 
whom are in grave danger due to their en-
gagement in, or exposure to, combat; 

(3) military service, especially in the cur-
rent war against terrorism, often requires 
members of the Armed Forces to be sepa-
rated from their families on short notice, for 
long periods of time, and under very stressful 
conditions; 
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(4) the unique demands of military service 

often preclude members of the Armed Forces 
from purchasing discounted advance airline 
tickets in order to visit their loved ones at 
home and require members of the Armed 
Forces to travel with heavy bags; and 

(5) it is the patriotic duty of the people of 
the United States to support the members of 
the Armed Forces who are defending the Na-
tion’s interests around the world at great 
personal sacrifice. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that each United States air carrier 
should— 

(1) establish for all members of the Armed 
Forces on active duty reduced air fares that 
are comparable to the lowest airfare for 
ticketed flights; and 

(2) offer flexible terms that allow members 
of the Armed Forces on active duty to pur-
chase, modify, or cancel tickets without 
time restrictions, fees, and penalties and 
waive baggage fees for a minimum of 3 bags. 
SEC. 411. REPEAL OF ESSENTIAL AIR SERVICE 

LOCAL PARTICIPATION PROGRAM. 
(a) REPEAL.—Section 41747 of title 49, 

United States Code, and the item relating to 
such section in the analysis for chapter 417 
of such title, are repealed. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.—Title 49, United States 
Code, shall be applied as if section 41747 of 
such title had not been enacted. 
SEC. 412. ADJUSTMENT TO SUBSIDY CAP TO RE-

FLECT INCREASED FUEL COSTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The $200 per passenger 

subsidy cap initially established by Public 
Law 103–122 (107 Stat. 1198; 1201) and made 
permanent by section 332 of Public Law 106– 
69 (113 Stat. 1022) shall be increased by an 
amount necessary to account for the in-
crease, if any, in the cost of aviation fuel in 
the 24 months preceding the date of enact-
ment of this Act, as determined by the Sec-
retary. 

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF CAP.—Not later than 60 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall publish in the Federal 
Register the increased subsidy cap as an in-
terim final rule, pursuant to which public 
comment will be sought and a final rule 
issued. 

(c) LIMITATION ON ELIGIBILITY.—A commu-
nity that has been determined, pursuant to a 
final order issued by the Department of 
Transportation before the date of enactment 
of this Act, to be ineligible for subsidized air 
service under subchapter II of chapter 417 of 
title 49, United States Code, shall not be eli-
gible for the increased subsidy cap estab-
lished pursuant to this section. 
SEC. 413. NOTICE TO COMMUNITIES PRIOR TO 

TERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY FOR 
SUBSIDIZED ESSENTIAL AIR SERV-
ICE. 

Section 41733 of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(f) NOTICE TO COMMUNITIES PRIOR TO TER-
MINATION OF ELIGIBILITY.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall no-
tify each community receiving basic essen-
tial air service for which compensation is 
being paid under this subchapter on or before 
the 45th day before issuing any final decision 
to end the payment of such compensation 
due to a determination by the Secretary that 
providing such service requires a rate of sub-
sidy per passenger in excess of the subsidy 
cap. 

‘‘(2) PROCEDURES TO AVOID TERMINATION.— 
The Secretary shall establish, by order, pro-
cedures by which each community notified of 
an impending loss of subsidy under para-
graph (1) may work directly with an air car-
rier to ensure that the air carrier is able to 
submit a proposal to the Secretary to pro-
vide essential air service to such community 
for an amount of compensation that would 
not exceed the subsidy cap. 

‘‘(3) ASSISTANCE PROVIDED.—The Secretary 
shall provide, by order, to each community 
notified under paragraph (1) information re-
garding— 

‘‘(A) the procedures established pursuant 
to paragraph (2); and 

‘‘(B) the maximum amount of compensa-
tion that could be provided under this sub-
chapter to an air carrier serving such com-
munity that would comply with the subsidy 
cap. 

‘‘(4) SUBSIDY CAP DEFINED.—In this sub-
section, the term ‘subsidy cap’ means the 
subsidy cap established by section 332 of 
Public Law 106–69, including any increase to 
that subsidy cap established by the Sec-
retary pursuant to the FAA Reauthorization 
Act of 2009.’’. 
SEC. 414. RESTORATION OF ELIGIBILITY TO A 

PLACE DETERMINED BY THE SEC-
RETARY TO BE INELIGIBLE FOR 
SUBSIDIZED ESSENTIAL AIR SERV-
ICE. 

Section 41733 (as amended by section 413 of 
this Act) is further amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(g) PROPOSALS OF STATE AND LOCAL GOV-
ERNMENTS TO RESTORE ELIGIBILITY.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary, after 
the date of enactment of this subsection, 
ends payment of compensation to an air car-
rier for providing basic essential air service 
to an eligible place because the Secretary 
has determined that providing such service 
requires a rate of subsidy per passenger in 
excess of the subsidy cap (as defined in sub-
section (f)), a State or local government may 
submit to the Secretary a proposal for re-
storing compensation for such service. Such 
proposal shall be a joint proposal of the 
State or local government and an air carrier. 

‘‘(2) DETERMINATION BY SECRETARY.—If a 
State or local government submits to the 
Secretary a proposal under paragraph (1) 
with respect to an eligible place, and the 
Secretary determines that— 

‘‘(A) the rate of subsidy per passenger 
under the proposal does not exceed the sub-
sidy cap (as defined in subsection (f)); and 

‘‘(B) the proposal is consistent with the 
legal and regulatory requirements of the es-
sential air service program, 

the Secretary shall issue an order restoring 
the eligibility of the otherwise eligible place 
to receive basic essential air service by an 
air carrier for compensation under sub-
section (c).’’. 
SEC. 415. OFFICE OF RURAL AVIATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter II of chapter 
417 is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘§ 41749. Office of Rural Aviation 

‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of 
Transportation shall establish within the 
Department of Transportation an office to be 
known as the ‘Office of Rural Aviation’ (in 
this section referred to as the ‘Office’). 

‘‘(b) FUNCTIONS.—The Office shall— 
‘‘(1) monitor the status of air service to 

small communities; 
‘‘(2) develop proposals to improve air serv-

ice to small communities; and 
‘‘(3) carry out such other functions as the 

Secretary considers appropriate.’’. 
(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis 

for subchapter II of chapter 417 is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘41749. Office of Rural Aviation.’’. 
SEC. 416. ADJUSTMENTS TO COMPENSATION FOR 

SIGNIFICANTLY INCREASED COSTS. 
(a) EMERGENCY ACROSS-THE-BOARD ADJUST-

MENT.—Subject to the availability of funds, 
the Secretary may increase the rates of com-
pensation payable to air carriers under sub-
chapter II of chapter 417 of title 49, United 
States Code, to compensate such carriers for 
increased aviation fuel costs, without regard 

to any agreement or requirement relating to 
the renegotiation of contracts or any notice 
requirement under section 41734 of such title. 

(b) EXPEDITED PROCESS FOR ADJUSTMENTS 
TO INDIVIDUAL CONTRACTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 41734(d) of title 49, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
‘‘continue to pay’’ and all that follows 
through ‘‘compensation sufficient—’’ and in-
serting ‘‘provide the carrier with compensa-
tion sufficient—’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by paragraph (1) shall apply to com-
pensation to air carriers for air service pro-
vided after the 30th day following the date of 
enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 417. REVIEW OF AIR CARRIER FLIGHT 

DELAYS, CANCELLATIONS, AND AS-
SOCIATED CAUSES. 

(a) REVIEW.—The Inspector General of the 
Department of Transportation shall conduct 
a review regarding air carrier flight delays, 
cancellations, and associated causes to up-
date its 2000 report numbered CR–2000–112 
and entitled ‘‘Audit of Air Carrier Flight 
Delays and Cancellations’’. 

(b) ASSESSMENTS.—In conducting the re-
view under subsection (a), the Inspector Gen-
eral shall assess— 

(1) the need for an update on delay and 
cancellation statistics, such as number of 
chronically delayed flights and taxi-in and 
taxi-out times; 

(2) air carriers’ scheduling practices; 
(3) the need for a re-examination of capac-

ity benchmarks at the Nation’s busiest air-
ports; and 

(4) the impact of flight delays and can-
cellations on air travelers, including rec-
ommendations for programs that could be 
implemented to address the impact of flight 
delays on air travelers. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the In-
spector General shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate a report on the 
results of the review conducted under this 
section, including the assessments described 
in subsection (b). 
SEC. 418. EUROPEAN UNION RULES FOR PAS-

SENGER RIGHTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 

shall conduct a study to evaluate and com-
pare the regulations of the European Union 
and the United States on compensation and 
other consideration offered to passengers 
who are denied boarding or whose flights are 
cancelled or delayed. 

(b) SPECIFIC STUDY REQUIREMENTS.—The 
study shall include an evaluation and com-
parison of the regulations based on costs to 
the air carriers, preferences of passengers for 
compensation or other consideration, and 
forms of compensation. In conducting the 
study, the Comptroller General shall also 
take into account the differences in struc-
ture and size of the aviation systems of the 
European Union and the United States. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall submit a report to Con-
gress on the results of the study. 
SEC. 419. ESTABLISHMENT OF ADVISORY COM-

MITTEE FOR AVIATION CONSUMER 
PROTECTION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Trans-
portation shall establish an advisory com-
mittee for aviation consumer protection (in 
this section referred to as the ‘‘advisory 
committee’’) to advise the Secretary in car-
rying out air passenger service improve-
ments, including those required by chapter 
423 of title 49, United States Code. 

(b) MEMBERSHIP.—The Secretary shall ap-
point 8 members to the advisory committee 
as follows: 
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(1) Two representatives of air carriers re-

quired to submit emergency contingency 
plans pursuant to section 42301 of title 49, 
United States Code. 

(2) Two representatives of the airport oper-
ators required to submit emergency contin-
gency plans pursuant to section 42301 of such 
title. 

(3) Two representatives of State and local 
governments who have expertise in aviation 
consumer protection matters. 

(4) Two representatives of nonprofit public 
interest groups who have expertise in avia-
tion consumer protection matters. 

(c) VACANCIES.—A vacancy in the advisory 
committee shall be filled in the manner in 
which the original appointment was made. 

(d) TRAVEL EXPENSES.—Members of the ad-
visory committee shall serve without pay 
but shall receive travel expenses, including 
per diem in lieu of subsistence, in accordance 
with subchapter I of chapter 57 of title 5, 
United States Code. 

(e) CHAIRPERSON.—The Secretary shall des-
ignate, from among the individuals ap-
pointed under subsection (b), an individual 
to serve as chairperson of the advisory com-
mittee. 

(f) DUTIES.—The duties of the advisory 
committee shall include the following: 

(1) Evaluating existing aviation consumer 
protection programs and providing rec-
ommendations for the improvement of such 
programs, if needed. 

(2) Providing recommendations to estab-
lish additional aviation consumer protection 
programs, if needed. 

(g) REPORT.—Not later than February 1 of 
each year beginning after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary shall trans-
mit to Congress a report containing— 

(1) each recommendation made by the ad-
visory committee during the preceding cal-
endar year; and 

(2) an explanation of how the Secretary has 
implemented each recommendation and, for 
each recommendation not implemented, the 
Secretary’s reason for not implementing the 
recommendation. 
SEC. 420. DENIED BOARDING COMPENSATION. 

Not later than May 19, 2010, and every 2 
years thereafter, the Secretary shall evalu-
ate the amount provided for denied boarding 
compensation and issue a regulation to ad-
just such compensation as necessary. 
SEC. 421. COMPENSATION FOR DELAYED BAG-

GAGE. 
(a) STUDY.—The Comptroller General shall 

conduct a study to— 
(1) examine delays in the delivery of 

checked baggage to passengers of air car-
riers; and 

(2) make recommendations for establishing 
minimum standards to compensate a pas-
senger in the case of an unreasonable delay 
in the delivery of checked baggage. 

(b) CONSIDERATION.—In conducting the 
study, the Comptroller General shall take 
into account the additional fees for checked 
baggage that are imposed by many air car-
riers and how the additional fees should im-
prove an air carrier’s baggage performance. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall transmit to Congress a 
report on the results of the study. 
SEC. 422. SCHEDULE REDUCTION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—If the Administrator of 
the Federal Aviation Administration deter-
mines that: (1) the aircraft operations of air 
carriers during any hour at an airport ex-
ceeds the hourly maximum departure and ar-
rival rate established by the Administrator 
for such operations; and (2) the operations in 
excess of the maximum departure and arrival 
rate for such hour at such airport are likely 
to have a significant adverse effect on the 

national or regional airspace system, the Ad-
ministrator shall convene a conference of 
such carriers to reduce pursuant to section 
41722, on a voluntary basis, the number of 
such operations to less than such maximum 
departure and arrival rate. 

(b) NO AGREEMENT.—If the air carriers par-
ticipating in a conference with respect to an 
airport under subsection (a) are not able to 
agree to a reduction in the number of flights 
to and from the airport to less than the max-
imum departure and arrival rate, the Admin-
istrator shall take such action as is nec-
essary to ensure such reduction is imple-
mented. 

(c) QUARTERLY REPORTS.—Beginning 3 
months after the date of enactment of this 
Act and every 3 months thereafter, the Ad-
ministrator shall submit to Congress a re-
port regarding scheduling at the 35 airports 
that have the greatest number of passenger 
enplanements, including each occurrence in 
which hourly scheduled aircraft operations 
of air carriers at such an airport exceed the 
hourly maximum departure and arrival rate 
at any such airport. 
SEC. 423. EXPANSION OF DOT AIRLINE CON-

SUMER COMPLAINT INVESTIGA-
TIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail-
ability of appropriations, the Secretary of 
Transportation shall investigate consumer 
complaints regarding— 

(1) flight cancellations; 
(2) compliance with Federal regulations 

concerning overbooking seats on flights; 
(3) lost, damaged, or delayed baggage, and 

difficulties with related airline claims proce-
dures; 

(4) problems in obtaining refunds for un-
used or lost tickets or fare adjustments; 

(5) incorrect or incomplete information 
about fares, discount fare conditions and 
availability, overcharges, and fare increases; 

(6) the rights of passengers who hold fre-
quent flier miles or equivalent redeemable 
awards earned through customer-loyalty 
programs; and 

(7) deceptive or misleading advertising. 
(b) BUDGET NEEDS REPORT.—The Secretary 

shall provide, as an annex to its annual 
budget request, an estimate of resources 
which would have been sufficient to inves-
tigate all such claims the Department of 
Transportation received in the previous fis-
cal year. The annex shall be transmitted to 
Congress when the President submits the 
budget of the United States to the Congress 
under section 1105 of title 31, United States 
Code. 
SEC. 424. PROHIBITIONS AGAINST VOICE COMMU-

NICATIONS USING MOBILE COMMU-
NICATIONS DEVICES ON SCHED-
ULED FLIGHTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 
417 of title 49, United States Code, is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘§ 41724. Prohibitions against voice commu-

nications using mobile communications de-
vices on scheduled flights 
‘‘(a) INTERSTATE AND INTRASTATE AIR 

TRANSPORTATION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—An individual may not 

engage in voice communications using a mo-
bile communications device in an aircraft 
during a flight in scheduled passenger inter-
state air transportation or scheduled pas-
senger intrastate air transportation. 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTIONS.—The prohibition de-
scribed in paragraph (1) shall not apply to— 

‘‘(A) a member of the flight crew or flight 
attendants on an aircraft; or 

‘‘(B) a Federal law enforcement officer act-
ing in an official capacity. 

‘‘(b) FOREIGN AIR TRANSPORTATION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Trans-

portation shall require all air carriers and 

foreign air carriers to adopt the prohibition 
described in subsection (a) with respect to 
the operation of an aircraft in scheduled pas-
senger foreign air transportation. 

‘‘(2) ALTERNATE PROHIBITION.—If a foreign 
government objects to the application of 
paragraph (1) on the basis that paragraph (1) 
provides for an extraterritorial application 
of the laws of the United States, the Sec-
retary may waive the application of para-
graph (1) to a foreign air carrier licensed by 
that foreign government until such time as 
an alternative prohibition on voice commu-
nications using a mobile communications de-
vice during flight is negotiated by the Sec-
retary with such foreign government 
through bilateral negotiations. 

‘‘(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the fol-
lowing definitions apply: 

‘‘(1) FLIGHT.—The term ‘flight’ means the 
period beginning when an aircraft takes off 
and ending when an aircraft lands. 

‘‘(2) VOICE COMMUNICATIONS USING A MOBILE 
COMMUNICATIONS DEVICE.— 

‘‘(A) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘voice commu-
nications using a mobile communications de-
vice’ includes voice communications using— 

‘‘(i) a commercial mobile radio service or 
other wireless communications device; 

‘‘(ii) a broadband wireless device or other 
wireless device that transmits data packets 
using the Internet Protocol or comparable 
technical standard; or 

‘‘(iii) a device having voice override capa-
bility. 

‘‘(B) EXCLUSION.—Such term does not in-
clude voice communications using a phone 
installed on an aircraft. 

‘‘(d) SAFETY REGULATIONS.—This section 
shall not be construed to affect the author-
ity of the Secretary to impose limitations on 
voice communications using a mobile com-
munications device for safety reasons. 

‘‘(e) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
prescribe such regulations as are necessary 
to carry out this section.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for such subchapter is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 
‘‘41724. Prohibitions against voice commu-

nications using mobile commu-
nications devices on scheduled 
flights.’’. 

SEC. 425. ANTITRUST EXEMPTIONS. 
(a) STUDY.—The Comptroller General shall 

conduct a study of the legal requirements 
and policies followed by the Department in 
deciding whether to approve international 
alliances under section 41309 of title 49, 
United States Code, and grant exemptions 
from the antitrust laws under section 41308 
of such title in connection with such inter-
national alliances. 

(b) ISSUES TO BE CONSIDERED.—In con-
ducting the study under subsection (a), the 
Comptroller General, at a minimum, shall 
examine the following: 

(1) Whether granting exemptions from the 
antitrust laws in connection with inter-
national alliances has resulted in public ben-
efits, including an analysis of whether such 
benefits could have been achieved by inter-
national alliances not receiving exemptions 
from the antitrust laws. 

(2) Whether granting exemptions from the 
antitrust laws in connection with inter-
national alliances has resulted in reduced 
competition, increased prices in markets, or 
other adverse effects. 

(3) Whether international alliances that 
have been granted exemptions from the anti-
trust laws have implemented pricing or 
other practices with respect to the hub air-
ports at which the alliances operate that 
have resulted in increased costs for con-
sumers or foreclosed competition by rival 
(nonalliance) air carriers at such airports. 
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(4) Whether increased network size result-

ing from additional international alliance 
members will adversely affect competition 
between international alliances. 

(5) The areas in which immunized inter-
national alliances compete and whether 
there is sufficient competition among immu-
nized international alliances to ensure that 
consumers will receive benefits of at least 
the same magnitude as those that consumers 
would receive if there were no immunized 
international alliances. 

(6) The minimum number of international 
alliances that is necessary to ensure robust 
competition and benefits to consumers on 
major international routes. 

(7) Whether the different regulatory and 
antitrust responsibilities of the Secretary 
and the Attorney General with respect to 
international alliances have created any sig-
nificant conflicting agency recommenda-
tions, such as the conditions imposed in 
granting exemptions from the antitrust 
laws. 

(8) Whether, from an antitrust standpoint, 
requests for exemptions from the antitrust 
laws in connection with international alli-
ances should be treated as mergers, and 
therefore be exclusively subject to a tradi-
tional merger analysis by the Attorney Gen-
eral and be subject to advance notification 
requirements and a confidential review proc-
ess similar to those required under section 
7A of the Clayton Act (15 U.S.C. 18a). 

(9) Whether the Secretary should amend, 
modify, or revoke any exemption from the 
antitrust laws granted by the Secretary in 
connection with an international alliance. 

(10) The effect of international alliances on 
the number and quality of jobs for United 
States air carrier flight crew employees, in-
cluding the share of alliance flying done by 
those employees. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall submit to the Secretary 
of Transportation, the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives, and the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate a report on the results of the 
study under subsection (a), including any 
recommendations of the Comptroller Gen-
eral as to whether there should be changes in 
the authority of the Secretary under title 49, 
United States Code, or policy changes that 
the Secretary can implement administra-
tively, with respect to approving inter-
national alliances and granting exemptions 
from the antitrust laws in connection with 
such international alliances. 

(d) ADOPTION OF RECOMMENDED POLICY 
CHANGES.—Not later than one year after the 
date of receipt of the report under subsection 
(c), and after providing notice and an oppor-
tunity for public comment, the Secretary 
shall issue a written determination as to 
whether the Secretary will adopt the policy 
changes, if any, recommended by the Comp-
troller General in the report or make any 
other policy changes with respect to approv-
ing international alliances and granting ex-
emptions from the antitrust laws in connec-
tion with such international alliances. 

(e) SUNSET PROVISION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—An exemption from the 

antitrust laws granted by the Secretary on 
or before the last day of the 3-year period be-
ginning on the date of enactment of this Act 
in connection with an international alliance, 
including an exemption granted before the 
date of enactment of this Act, shall cease to 
be effective after such last day unless the ex-
emption is renewed by the Secretary. 

(2) TIMING FOR RENEWALS.—The Secretary 
may not renew an exemption under para-
graph (1) before the date on which the Sec-

retary issues a written determination under 
subsection (d). 

(3) STANDARDS FOR RENEWALS.—The Sec-
retary shall make a decision on whether to 
renew an exemption under paragraph (1) 
based on the policies of the Department in 
effect after the Secretary issues a written 
determination under subsection (d). 

(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the fol-
lowing definitions apply: 

(1) EXEMPTION FROM THE ANTITRUST LAWS.— 
The term ‘‘exemption from the antitrust 
laws’’ means an exemption from the anti-
trust laws granted by the Secretary under 
section 41308 of title 49, United States Code. 

(2) IMMUNIZED INTERNATIONAL ALLIANCE.— 
The term ‘‘immunized international alli-
ance’’ means an international alliance for 
which the Secretary has granted an exemp-
tion from the antitrust laws. 

(3) INTERNATIONAL ALLIANCE.—The term 
‘‘international alliance’’ means a coopera-
tive agreement between an air carrier and a 
foreign air carrier to provide foreign air 
transportation subject to approval or dis-
approval by the Secretary under section 
41309 of title 49, United States Code. 

(4) DEPARTMENT.—The term ‘‘Department’’ 
means the Department of Transportation. 

(5) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Transportation. 

TITLE V—ENVIRONMENTAL 
STEWARDSHIP AND STREAMLINING 

SEC. 501. AMENDMENTS TO AIR TOUR MANAGE-
MENT PROGRAM. 

Section 40128 is amended— 
(1) in subsection (a)(1)(C) by inserting ‘‘or 

voluntary agreement under subsection 
(b)(7)’’ before ‘‘for the park’’; 

(2) in subsection (a) by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(5) EXEMPTION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding para-

graph (1), a national park that has 50 or 
fewer commercial air tour flights a year 
shall be exempt from the requirements of 
this section, except as provided in subpara-
graph (B). 

‘‘(B) WITHDRAWAL OF EXEMPTION.—If the 
Director determines that an air tour man-
agement plan or voluntary agreement is nec-
essary to protect park resources and values 
or park visitor use and enjoyment, the Direc-
tor shall withdraw the exemption of a park 
under subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(C) LIST OF PARKS.—The Director shall in-
form the Administrator, in writing, of each 
determination under subparagraph (B). The 
Director and Administrator shall publish an 
annual list of national parks that are cov-
ered by the exemption provided by this para-
graph. 

‘‘(D) ANNUAL REPORT.—A commercial air 
tour operator conducting commercial air 
tours in a national park that is exempt from 
the requirements of this section shall submit 
to the Administrator and the Director an an-
nual report regarding the number of com-
mercial air tour flights it conducts each year 
in such park.’’; 

(3) in subsection (b) by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(7) VOLUNTARY AGREEMENTS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—As an alternative to an 

air tour management plan, the Director and 
the Administrator may enter into a vol-
untary agreement with a commercial air 
tour operator (including a new entrant appli-
cant and an operator that has interim oper-
ating authority) that has applied to conduct 
air tour operations over a national park to 
manage commercial air tour operations over 
such national park. 

‘‘(B) PARK PROTECTION.—A voluntary 
agreement under this paragraph with respect 
to commercial air tour operations over a na-
tional park shall address the management 

issues necessary to protect the resources of 
such park and visitor use of such park with-
out compromising aviation safety or the air 
traffic control system and may— 

‘‘(i) include provisions such as those de-
scribed in subparagraphs (B) through (E) of 
paragraph (3); 

‘‘(ii) include provisions to ensure the sta-
bility of, and compliance with, the voluntary 
agreement; and 

‘‘(iii) provide for fees for such operations. 
‘‘(C) PUBLIC.—The Director and the Admin-

istrator shall provide an opportunity for 
public review of a proposed voluntary agree-
ment under this paragraph and shall consult 
with any Indian tribe whose tribal lands are, 
or may be, flown over by a commercial air 
tour operator under a voluntary agreement 
under this paragraph. After such opportunity 
for public review and consultation, the vol-
untary agreement may be implemented 
without further administrative or environ-
mental process beyond that described in this 
subsection. 

‘‘(D) TERMINATION.—A voluntary agree-
ment under this paragraph may be termi-
nated at any time at the discretion of the Di-
rector or the Administrator if the Director 
determines that the agreement is not ade-
quately protecting park resources or visitor 
experiences or the Administrator determines 
that the agreement is adversely affecting 
aviation safety or the national aviation sys-
tem. If a voluntary agreement for a national 
park is terminated, the operators shall con-
form to the requirements for interim oper-
ating authority under subsection (c) until an 
air tour management plan for the park is in 
effect.’’; 

(4) in subsection (c) by striking paragraph 
(2)(I) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(I) may allow for modifications of the in-
terim operating authority without further 
environmental review beyond that described 
in this section if— 

‘‘(i) adequate information regarding the 
operator’s existing and proposed operations 
under the interim operating authority is pro-
vided to the Administrator and the Director; 

‘‘(ii) the Administrator determines that 
there would be no adverse impact on avia-
tion safety or the air traffic control system; 
and 

‘‘(iii) the Director agrees with the modi-
fication, based on the Director’s professional 
expertise regarding the protection of the 
park resources and values and visitor use 
and enjoyment.’’; 

(5) in subsection (c)(3)(A) by striking ‘‘if 
the Administrator determines’’ and all that 
follows through the period at the end and in-
serting ‘‘without further environmental 
process beyond that described in this para-
graph if— 

‘‘(i) adequate information on the operator’s 
proposed operations is provided to the Ad-
ministrator and the Director by the operator 
making the request; 

‘‘(ii) the Administrator agrees that there 
would be no adverse impact on aviation safe-
ty or the air traffic control system; and 

‘‘(iii) the Director agrees, based on the Di-
rector’s professional expertise regarding the 
protection of park resources and values and 
visitor use and enjoyment.’’; 

(6) by redesignating subsections (d), (e), 
and (f) as subsections (e), (f), and (g), respec-
tively; and 

(7) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(d) COMMERCIAL AIR TOUR OPERATOR RE-
PORTS.— 

‘‘(1) REPORT.—Each commercial air tour 
operator providing a commercial air tour 
over a national park under interim operating 
authority granted under subsection (c) or in 
accordance with an air tour management 
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plan under subsection (b) shall submit a re-
port to the Administrator and Director re-
garding the number of its commercial air 
tour operations over each national park and 
such other information as the Administrator 
and Director may request in order to facili-
tate administering the provisions of this sec-
tion. 

‘‘(2) REPORT SUBMISSION.—Not later than 3 
months after the date of enactment of the 
FAA Reauthorization Act of 2009, the Admin-
istrator and Director shall jointly issue an 
initial request for reports under this sub-
section. The reports shall be submitted to 
the Administrator and Director on a fre-
quency and in a format prescribed by the Ad-
ministrator and Director.’’. 
SEC. 502. STATE BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM. 

(a) GENERAL REQUIREMENTS.—Section 
47128(a) is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence by striking ‘‘pre-
scribe regulations’’ and inserting ‘‘issue 
guidance’’; and 

(2) in the second sentence by striking ‘‘reg-
ulations’’ and inserting ‘‘guidance’’. 

(b) APPLICATIONS AND SELECTION.—Section 
47128(b)(4) is amended by inserting before the 
semicolon the following: ‘‘, including the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), State and local environ-
mental policy acts, Executive orders, agency 
regulations and guidance, and other Federal 
environmental requirements’’. 

(c) ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS AND COORDI-
NATION REQUIREMENTS.—Section 47128 is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(d) ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS AND COORDI-
NATION REQUIREMENTS.—A Federal agency, 
other than the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, that is responsible for issuing an ap-
proval, license, or permit to ensure compli-
ance with a Federal environmental require-
ment applicable to a project or activity to be 
carried out by a State using amounts from a 
block grant made under this section shall— 

‘‘(1) coordinate and consult with the State; 
‘‘(2) use the environmental analysis pre-

pared by the State for the project or activity 
if such analysis is adequate; and 

‘‘(3) supplement such analysis, as nec-
essary, to meet applicable Federal require-
ments.’’. 
SEC. 503. AIRPORT FUNDING OF SPECIAL STUD-

IES OR REVIEWS. 
Section 47173(a) is amended by striking 

‘‘services of consultants in order to’’ and all 
that follows through the period at the end 
and inserting ‘‘services of consultants— 

‘‘(1) to facilitate the timely processing, re-
view, and completion of environmental ac-
tivities associated with an airport develop-
ment project; 

‘‘(2) to conduct special environmental stud-
ies related to an airport project funded with 
Federal funds; 

‘‘(3) to conduct special studies or reviews 
to support approved noise compatibility 
measures described in part 150 of title 14, 
Code of Federal Regulations; or 

‘‘(4) to conduct special studies or reviews 
to support environmental mitigation in a 
record of decision or finding of no significant 
impact by the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion.’’. 
SEC. 504. GRANT ELIGIBILITY FOR ASSESSMENT 

OF FLIGHT PROCEDURES. 
Section 47504 is amended by adding at the 

end the following: 
‘‘(e) GRANTS FOR ASSESSMENT OF FLIGHT 

PROCEDURES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with sub-

section (c)(1), the Secretary may make a 
grant to an airport operator to assist in com-
pleting environmental review and assess-
ment activities for proposals to implement 
flight procedures at such airport that have 
been approved as part of an airport noise 
compatibility program under subsection (b). 

‘‘(2) ADDITIONAL STAFF.—The Adminis-
trator may accept funds from an airport op-
erator, including funds provided to the oper-
ator under paragraph (1), to hire additional 
staff or obtain the services of consultants in 
order to facilitate the timely processing, re-
view, and completion of environmental ac-
tivities associated with proposals to imple-
ment flight procedures at such airport that 
have been approved as part of an airport 
noise compatibility program under sub-
section (b). 

‘‘(3) RECEIPTS CREDITED AS OFFSETTING COL-
LECTIONS.—Notwithstanding section 3302 of 
title 31, any funds accepted under this sec-
tion— 

‘‘(A) shall be credited as offsetting collec-
tions to the account that finances the activi-
ties and services for which the funds are ac-
cepted; 

‘‘(B) shall be available for expenditure only 
to pay the costs of activities and services for 
which the funds are accepted; and 

‘‘(C) shall remain available until ex-
pended.’’. 
SEC. 505. CLEEN RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, AND 

IMPLEMENTATION PARTNERSHIP. 
(a) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT.—Subchapter 

I of chapter 475 is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 
‘‘§ 47511. CLEEN research, development, and 

implementation partnership 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of 

the Federal Aviation Administration, in co-
ordination with the Administrator of the Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion, shall enter into a cooperative agree-
ment, using a competitive process, with an 
institution, entity, or consortium to carry 
out a program for the development, matur-
ing, and certification of CLEEN engine and 
airframe technology for aircraft over the 
next 10 years. 

‘‘(b) CLEEN ENGINE AND AIRFRAME TECH-
NOLOGY DEFINED.—In this section, the term 
‘CLEEN engine and airframe technology’ 
means continuous lower energy, emissions, 
and noise engine and airframe technology. 

‘‘(c) PERFORMANCE OBJECTIVE.—The Ad-
ministrator of the Federal Aviation Admin-
istration, in coordination with the Adminis-
trator of the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration, shall establish the following 
performance objectives for the program, to 
be achieved by September 30, 2016: 

‘‘(1) Development of certifiable aircraft 
technology that reduces fuel burn by 33 per-
cent compared to current technology, reduc-
ing energy consumption and greenhouse gas 
emissions. 

‘‘(2) Development of certifiable engine 
technology that reduces landing and takeoff 
cycle nitrogen oxide emissions by 60 percent, 
at a pressure ratio of 30, over the Inter-
national Civil Aviation Organization stand-
ard adopted at the 6th Meeting of the Com-
mittee on Aviation Environmental Protec-
tion, with commensurate reductions over the 
full pressure ratio range, while limiting or 
reducing other gaseous or particle emissions. 

‘‘(3) Development of certifiable aircraft 
technology that reduces noise levels by 32 
Effective Perceived Noise Level in Decibels 
cumulative, relative to Stage 4 standards. 

‘‘(4) Determination of the feasibility of the 
use of alternative fuels in aircraft systems, 
including successful demonstration and 
quantification of the benefits of such fuels. 

‘‘(5) Determination of the extent to which 
new engine and aircraft technologies may be 
used to retrofit or re-engine aircraft to in-
crease the integration of retrofitted and re- 
engined aircraft into the commercial fleet. 

‘‘(d) FUNDING.—Of amounts appropriated 
under section 48102(a), not more than the fol-
lowing amounts may be used to carry out 
this section: 

‘‘(1) $20,000,000 for fiscal year 2009. 
‘‘(2) $25,000,000 for fiscal year 2010. 
‘‘(3) $33,000,000 for fiscal year 2011. 
‘‘(4) $50,000,000 for fiscal year 2012. 
‘‘(e) REPORT.—Beginning in fiscal year 2010, 

the Administrator of the Federal Aviation 
Administration shall publish an annual re-
port on the program established under this 
section until completion of the program.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for such subchapter is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 
‘‘47511. CLEEN research, development, and 

implementation partnership.’’. 
SEC. 506. PROHIBITION ON OPERATING CERTAIN 

AIRCRAFT WEIGHING 75,000 POUNDS 
OR LESS NOT COMPLYING WITH 
STAGE 3 NOISE LEVELS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter II of chapter 
475 is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘§ 47534. Prohibition on operating certain air-

craft weighing 75,000 pounds or less not 
complying with stage 3 noise levels 
‘‘(a) PROHIBITION.—Except as provided in 

subsection (b), (c), or (d), after December 31, 
2013, a person may not operate a civil sub-
sonic jet airplane with a maximum weight of 
75,000 pounds or less, and for which an air-
worthiness certificate (other than an experi-
mental certificate) has been issued, to or 
from an airport in the United States unless 
the Secretary of Transportation finds that 
the aircraft complies with stage 3 noise lev-
els. 

‘‘(b) EXCEPTION.—Subsection (a) shall not 
apply to aircraft operated only outside the 48 
contiguous States. 

‘‘(c) EXCEPTIONS.—The Secretary may 
allow temporary operation of an airplane 
otherwise prohibited from operation under 
subsection (a) to or from an airport in the 
contiguous United States by granting a spe-
cial flight authorization for one or more of 
the following circumstances: 

‘‘(1) To sell, lease, or use the aircraft out-
side the 48 contiguous States. 

‘‘(2) To scrap the aircraft. 
‘‘(3) To obtain modifications to the aircraft 

to meet stage 3 noise levels. 
‘‘(4) To perform scheduled heavy mainte-

nance or significant modifications on the 
aircraft at a maintenance facility located in 
the contiguous 48 States. 

‘‘(5) To deliver the aircraft to an operator 
leasing the aircraft from the owner or return 
the aircraft to the lessor. 

‘‘(6) To prepare, park, or store the aircraft 
in anticipation of any of the activities de-
scribed in paragraphs (1) through (5). 

‘‘(7) To provide transport of persons and 
goods in the relief of emergency situations. 

‘‘(8) To divert the aircraft to an alternative 
air port in the 48 contiguous States on ac-
count of weather, mechanical, fuel, air traf-
fic control, or other safety reasons while 
conducting a flight in order to perform any 
of the activities described in paragraphs (1) 
through (7). 

‘‘(d) STATUTORY CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing 
in the section may be construed as inter-
fering with, nullifying, or otherwise affect-
ing determinations made by the Federal 
Aviation Administration, or to be made by 
the Administration, with respect to applica-
tions under part 161 of title 14, Code of Fed-
eral Regulations, that were pending on the 
date of enactment of this section.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 47531 is amended— 
(A) in the section heading by striking ‘‘for 

violating sections 47528–47530’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘47529, or 47530’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘47529, 47530, or 47534’’. 
(2) Section 47532 is amended by inserting 

‘‘or 47534’’ after ‘‘47528–47531’’. 
(3) The analysis for chapter 475 is amend-

ed— 
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(A) by striking the item relating to section 

47531 and inserting the following: 
‘‘47531. Penalties.’’; 
and 

(B) by inserting after the item relating to 
section 47533 the following: 
‘‘47534. Prohibition on operating certain air-

craft weighing 75,000 pounds or 
less not complying with stage 3 
noise levels.’’. 

SEC. 507. ENVIRONMENTAL MITIGATION PILOT 
PROGRAM. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of 
Transportation shall establish a pilot pro-
gram to carry out not more than 6 environ-
mental mitigation demonstration projects at 
public-use airports. 

(b) GRANTS.—In implementing the pro-
gram, the Secretary may make a grant to 
the sponsor of a public-use airport from 
funds apportioned under section 
47117(e)(1)(A) of title 49, United States Code, 
to carry out an environmental mitigation 
demonstration project to measurably reduce 
or mitigate aviation impacts on noise, air 
quality, or water quality in the vicinity of 
the airport. 

(c) ELIGIBILITY FOR PASSENGER FACILITY 
FEES.—An environmental mitigation dem-
onstration project that receives funds made 
available under this section may be consid-
ered an eligible airport-related project for 
purposes of section 40117 of such title. 

(d) SELECTION CRITERIA.—In selecting 
among applicants for participation in the 
program, the Secretary shall give priority 
consideration to applicants proposing to 
carry out environmental mitigation dem-
onstration projects that will— 

(1) achieve the greatest reductions in air-
craft noise, airport emissions, or airport 
water quality impacts either on an absolute 
basis or on a per dollar of funds expended 
basis; and 

(2) be implemented by an eligible consor-
tium. 

(e) FEDERAL SHARE.—Notwithstanding any 
provision of subchapter I of chapter 471 of 
such title, the United States Government 
share of allowable project costs of an envi-
ronmental mitigation demonstration project 
carried out under this section shall be 50 per-
cent. 

(f) MAXIMUM AMOUNT.—The Secretary may 
not make grants for a single environmental 
mitigation demonstration project under this 
section in a total amount that exceeds 
$2,500,000. 

(g) PUBLICATION OF INFORMATION.—The Sec-
retary may develop and publish information 
on the results of environmental mitigation 
demonstration projects carried out under 
this section, including information identi-
fying best practices for reducing or miti-
gating aviation impacts on noise, air qual-
ity, or water quality in the vicinity of air-
ports. 

(h) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the fol-
lowing definitions apply: 

(1) ELIGIBLE CONSORTIUM.—The term ‘‘eligi-
ble consortium’’ means a consortium of 2 or 
more of the following entities: 

(A) A business incorporated in the United 
States. 

(B) A public or private educational or re-
search organization located in the United 
States. 

(C) An entity of a State or local govern-
ment. 

(D) A Federal laboratory. 
(2) ENVIRONMENTAL MITIGATION DEMONSTRA-

TION PROJECT.—The term ‘‘environmental 
mitigation demonstration project’’ means a 
project that— 

(A) demonstrates at a public-use airport 
environmental mitigation techniques or 
technologies with associated benefits, which 

have already been proven in laboratory dem-
onstrations; 

(B) utilizes methods for efficient adapta-
tion or integration of innovative concepts to 
airport operations; and 

(C) demonstrates whether a technique or 
technology for environmental mitigation 
identified in research is— 

(i) practical to implement at or near mul-
tiple public-use airports; and 

(ii) capable of reducing noise, airport emis-
sions, greenhouse gas emissions, or water 
quality impacts in measurably significant 
amounts. 
SEC. 508. AIRCRAFT DEPARTURE QUEUE MAN-

AGEMENT PILOT PROGRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Trans-

portation shall carry out a pilot program at 
not more than 5 public-use airports under 
which the Federal Aviation Administration 
shall use funds made available under section 
48101(a) to test air traffic flow management 
tools, methodologies, and procedures that 
will allow air traffic controllers of the Ad-
ministration to better manage the flow of 
aircraft on the ground and reduce the length 
of ground holds and idling time for aircraft. 

(b) SELECTION CRITERIA.—In selecting from 
among airports at which to conduct the pilot 
program, the Secretary shall give priority 
consideration to airports at which improve-
ments in ground control efficiencies are like-
ly to achieve the greatest fuel savings or air 
quality or other environmental benefits, as 
measured by the amount of reduced fuel, re-
duced emissions, or other environmental 
benefits per dollar of funds expended under 
the pilot program. 

(c) MAXIMUM AMOUNT.—Not more than a 
total of $5,000,000 may be expended under the 
pilot program at any single public-use air-
port. 

(d) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 3 
years after the date of the enactment of this 
section, the Secretary shall submit to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation of the Senate a report 
containing— 

(1) an evaluation of the effectiveness of the 
pilot program, including an assessment of 
the tools, methodologies, and procedures 
that provided the greatest fuel savings and 
air quality and other environmental bene-
fits, and any impacts on safety, capacity, or 
efficiency of the air traffic control system or 
the airports at which affected aircraft were 
operating; 

(2) an identification of anticipated benefits 
from implementation of the tools, meth-
odologies, and procedures developed under 
the pilot program at other airports; 

(3) a plan for implementing the tools, 
methodologies, and procedures developed 
under the pilot program at other airports or 
the Secretary’s reasons for not imple-
menting such measures at other airports; 
and 

(4) such other information as the Secretary 
considers appropriate. 
SEC. 509. HIGH PERFORMANCE AND SUSTAIN-

ABLE AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL FA-
CILITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration shall im-
plement, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, sustainable practices for the incor-
poration of energy-efficient design, equip-
ment, systems, and other measures in the 
construction and major renovation of air 
traffic control facilities of the Administra-
tion in order to reduce energy consumption 
and improve the environmental performance 
of such facilities. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION.—Of amounts appro-
priated under section 48101(a) of title 49, 
United States Code, such sums as may be 

necessary may be used to carry out this sec-
tion. 

SEC. 510. REGULATORY RESPONSIBILITY FOR 
AIRCRAFT ENGINE NOISE AND EMIS-
SIONS STANDARDS. 

(a) INDEPENDENT REVIEW.—The Adminis-
trator of the FAA shall make appropriate ar-
rangements for the National Academy of 
Public Administration or another qualified 
independent entity to review, in consulta-
tion with the FAA and the EPA, whether it 
is desirable to locate the regulatory respon-
sibility for the establishment of engine noise 
and emissions standards for civil aircraft 
within one of the agencies. 

(b) CONSIDERATIONS.—The review shall be 
conducted so as to take into account— 

(1) the interrelationships between aircraft 
engine noise and emissions; 

(2) the need for aircraft engine noise and 
emissions to be evaluated and addressed in 
an integrated and comprehensive manner; 

(3) the scientific expertise of the FAA and 
the EPA to evaluate aircraft engine emis-
sions and noise impacts on the environment; 

(4) expertise to interface environmental 
performance with ensuring the highest safe 
and reliable engine performance of aircraft 
in flight; 

(5) consistency of the regulatory responsi-
bility with other missions of the FAA and 
the EPA; 

(6) past effectiveness of the FAA and the 
EPA in carrying out the aviation environ-
mental responsibilities assigned to the agen-
cy; and 

(7) the international responsibility to rep-
resent the United States with respect to 
both engine noise and emissions standards 
for civil aircraft. 

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 6 
months after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrator of the FAA shall sub-
mit to Congress a report on the results of the 
review. The report shall include any rec-
ommendations developed as a result of the 
review and, if a transfer of responsibilities is 
recommended, a description of the steps and 
timeline for implementation of the transfer. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the fol-
lowing definitions apply: 

(1) EPA.—The term ‘‘EPA’’ means the En-
vironmental Protection Agency. 

(2) FAA.—The term ‘‘FAA’’ means the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration. 

SEC. 511. CONTINUATION OF AIR QUALITY SAM-
PLING. 

The Administrator of the Federal Aviation 
Administration shall complete the air qual-
ity studies and analysis started pursuant to 
section 815 of the Vision 100—Century of 
Aviation Reauthorization Act (49 U.S.C. 40101 
note; 117 Stat. 2592), including the collection 
of samples of the air onboard passenger air-
craft by flight attendants and the testing 
and analyzation of such samples for contami-
nants. 

SEC. 512. SENSE OF CONGRESS. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 
(1) the proposed European Union directive 

extending the European Union’s emissions 
trading proposal to international civil avia-
tion without working through the Inter-
national Civil Aviation Organization (in this 
section referred to as the ‘‘ICAO’’) in a con-
sensus-based fashion is inconsistent with the 
Convention on International Civil Aviation, 
done at Chicago on December 7, 1944 (TIAS 
1591; commonly known as ‘‘Chicago Conven-
tion’’), and other relevant air services agree-
ments and antithetical to building inter-
national cooperation to address effectively 
the problem of greenhouse gas emissions by 
aircraft engaged in international civil avia-
tion; and 
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(2) the European Union and its member 

states should instead work with other con-
tracting states of the ICAO to develop a con-
sensual approach to addressing aircraft 
greenhouse gas emissions through the ICAO. 
SEC. 513. AIRPORT NOISE COMPATIBILITY PLAN-

NING STUDY, PORT AUTHORITY OF 
NEW YORK AND NEW JERSEY. 

It is the sense of the House of Representa-
tives that the Port Authority of New York 
and New Jersey should undertake an airport 
noise compatibility planning study under 
part 150 of title 14, Code of Federal Regula-
tions, for the airports that the Port Author-
ity operates as of November 2, 2009. In under-
taking the study, the Port Authority should 
pay particular attention to the impact of 
noise on affected neighborhoods, including 
homes, businesses, and places of worship sur-
rounding LaGuardia Airport, Newark Lib-
erty Airport, and JFK Airport. 
SEC. 514. GAO STUDY ON COMPLIANCE WITH FAA 

RECORD OF DECISION. 
(a) STUDY.—The Comptroller General shall 

conduct a study to determine whether the 
Federal Aviation Administration and the 
Massachusetts Port Authority are complying 
with the requirements of the Federal Avia-
tion Administration’s record of decision 
dated August 2, 2002. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General shall submit to Con-
gress a report on the results of the study. 

TITLE VI—FAA EMPLOYEES AND 
ORGANIZATION 

SEC. 601. FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 
PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT SYSTEM. 

(a) DISPUTE RESOLUTION.—Section 40122(a) 
is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (5) and (6), respectively; and 

(2) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(2) DISPUTE RESOLUTION.— 
‘‘(A) MEDIATION.—If the Administrator 

does not reach an agreement under para-
graph (1) or the provisions referred to in sub-
section (g)(2)(C) with the exclusive bar-
gaining representative of the employees, the 
Administrator and the bargaining represent-
ative— 

‘‘(i) shall use the services of the Federal 
Mediation and Conciliation Service to at-
tempt to reach such agreement in accord-
ance with part 1425 of title 29, Code of Fed-
eral Regulations (as in effect on the date of 
enactment of the FAA Reauthorization Act 
of 2009); or 

‘‘(ii) may by mutual agreement adopt al-
ternative procedures for the resolution of 
disputes or impasses arising in the negotia-
tion of the collective-bargaining agreement. 

‘‘(B) BINDING ARBITRATION.— 
‘‘(i) ASSISTANCE FROM FEDERAL SERVICE IM-

PASSES PANEL.—If the services of the Federal 
Mediation and Conciliation Service under 
subparagraph (A)(i) do not lead to an agree-
ment, the Administrator and the exclusive 
bargaining representative of the employees 
(in this subparagraph referred to as the ‘par-
ties’) shall submit their issues in con-
troversy to the Federal Service Impasses 
Panel. The Panel shall assist the parties in 
resolving the impasse by asserting jurisdic-
tion and ordering binding arbitration by a 
private arbitration board consisting of 3 
members. 

‘‘(ii) APPOINTMENT OF ARBITRATION 
BOARD.—The Executive Director of the Panel 
shall provide for the appointment of the 3 
members of a private arbitration board 
under clause (i) by requesting the Director of 
the Federal Mediation and Conciliation 
Service to prepare a list of not less than 15 
names of arbitrators with Federal sector ex-
perience and by providing the list to the par-

ties. Within 10 days of receiving the list, the 
parties shall each select one person from the 
list. The 2 arbitrators selected by the parties 
shall then select a third person from the list 
within 7 days. If either of the parties fails to 
select a person or if the 2 arbitrators are un-
able to agree on the third person within 7 
days, the parties shall make the selection by 
alternately striking names on the list until 
one arbitrator remains. 

‘‘(iii) FRAMING ISSUES IN CONTROVERSY.—If 
the parties do not agree on the framing of 
the issues to be submitted for arbitration, 
the arbitration board shall frame the issues. 

‘‘(iv) HEARINGS.—The arbitration board 
shall give the parties a full and fair hearing, 
including an opportunity to present evidence 
in support of their claims and an oppor-
tunity to present their case in person, by 
counsel, or by other representative as they 
may elect. 

‘‘(v) DECISIONS.—The arbitration board 
shall render its decision within 90 days after 
the date of its appointment. Decisions of the 
arbitration board shall be conclusive and 
binding upon the parties. 

‘‘(vi) COSTS.—The parties shall share costs 
of the arbitration equally. 

‘‘(3) RATIFICATION OF AGREEMENTS.—Upon 
reaching a voluntary agreement or at the 
conclusion of the binding arbitration under 
paragraph (2)(B), the final agreement, except 
for those matters decided by an arbitration 
board, shall be subject to ratification by the 
exclusive bargaining representative of the 
employees, if so requested by the bargaining 
representative, and approval by the head of 
the agency in accordance with the provisions 
referred to in subsection (g)(2)(C). 

‘‘(4) ENFORCEMENT.— 
‘‘(A) ENFORCEMENT ACTIONS IN UNITED 

STATES COURTS.—Each United States district 
court and each United States court of a place 
subject to the jurisdiction of the United 
States shall have jurisdiction of enforcement 
actions brought under this section. Such an 
action may be brought in any judicial dis-
trict in the State in which the violation of 
this section is alleged to have been com-
mitted, the judicial district in which the 
Federal Aviation Administration has its 
principal office, or the District of Columbia. 

‘‘(B) ATTORNEY FEES.—The court may as-
sess against the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration reasonable attorney fees and other 
litigation costs reasonably incurred in any 
case under this section in which the com-
plainant has substantially prevailed.’’. 

(b) APPLICATION.—On and after the date of 
enactment of this Act, any changes imple-
mented by the Administrator of the Federal 
Aviation Administration on and after July 
10, 2005, under section 40122(a) of title 49, 
United States Code (as in effect on the day 
before such date of enactment), without the 
agreement of the exclusive bargaining rep-
resentative of the employees of the Adminis-
tration certified under section 7111 of title 5, 
United States Code, shall be null and void 
and the parties shall be governed by their 
last mutual agreement before the implemen-
tation of such changes. The Administrator 
and the bargaining representative shall re-
sume negotiations promptly, and, subject to 
subsection (c), their last mutual agreement 
shall be in effect until a new contract is 
adopted by the Administrator and the bar-
gaining representative. If an agreement is 
not reached within 45 days after the date on 
which negotiations resume, the Adminis-
trator and the bargaining representative 
shall submit their issues in controversy to 
the Federal Service Impasses Panel in ac-
cordance with section 7119 of title 5, United 
States Code, for binding arbitration in ac-
cordance with paragraphs (2)(B), (3), and (4) 
of section 40122(a) of title 49, United States 

Code (as amended by subsection (a) of this 
section). 

(c) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—All cost of living ad-
justments and other pay increases, lump sum 
payments to employees, and leave and other 
benefit accruals implemented as part of the 
changes referred to in subsection (b) may not 
be reversed unless such reversal is part of 
the calculation of back pay under subsection 
(d). The Administrator shall waive any over-
payment paid to, and not collect any funds 
for such overpayment, from former employ-
ees of the Administration who received lump 
sum payments prior to their separation from 
the Administration. 

(d) BACK PAY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Employees subject to 

changes referred to in subsection (b) that are 
determined to be null and void under sub-
section (b) shall be eligible for pay that the 
employees would have received under the 
last mutual agreement between the Adminis-
trator and the exclusive bargaining rep-
resentative of such employees before the 
date of enactment of this Act and any 
changes were implemented without agree-
ment of the bargaining representative. The 
Administrator shall pay the employees such 
pay subject to the availability of amounts 
appropriated to carry out this subsection. If 
the appropriated funds do not cover all 
claims of the employees for such pay, the 
Administrator and the bargaining represent-
ative, pursuant to negotiations conducted in 
accordance with section 40122(a) of title 49, 
United States Code (as amended by sub-
section (a) of this section), shall determine 
the allocation of the appropriated funds 
among the employees on a pro rata basis. 

(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated 
$20,000,000 to carry out this subsection. 

(e) INTERIM AGREEMENT.—If the Adminis-
trator and the exclusive bargaining rep-
resentative of the employees subject to the 
changes referred to in subsection (b) reach a 
final and binding agreement with respect to 
such changes before the date of enactment of 
this Act, such agreement shall supersede any 
changes implemented by the Administrator 
under section 40122(a) of title 49, United 
States Code (as in effect on the day before 
such date of enactment), without the agree-
ment of the bargaining representative, and 
subsections (b) and (c) shall not take effect. 
SEC. 602. APPLICABILITY OF BACK PAY REQUIRE-

MENTS. 
(a) APPLICABILITY OF BACK PAY REQUIRE-

MENTS.—Section 40122(g)(2) is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of subpara-

graph (G); 
(2) by striking the period at the end of sub-

paragraph (H) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(I) section 5596, relating to back pay.’’. 
(b) APPLICABILITY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendment made by 

subsection (a) shall apply to— 
(A) all proceedings pending on, or com-

menced after, the date of enactment of this 
Act in which an employee of the Federal 
Aviation Administration is seeking relief 
under section 5596 of title 5, United States 
Code, that was available as of March 31, 1996; 
and 

(B) subject to paragraph (2), personnel ac-
tions of the Federal Aviation Administration 
under section 5596 of such title occurring be-
fore the date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) SPECIAL RULE.—The authority of the 
Merit Systems Protection Board to provide a 
remedy under section 5596 of such title, with 
respect to a personnel action of the Federal 
Aviation Administration occurring before 
the date of enactment of this Act, shall be 
limited to cases in which— 

(A) the Board, before such date of enact-
ment, found that the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration committed an unjustified or 
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unwarranted personnel action but ruled that 
the Board did not have the authority to pro-
vide a remedy for the personnel action under 
section 5596 of such title; and 

(B) a petition for review is filed with the 
clerk of the Board not later than 6 months 
after such date of enactment. 
SEC. 603. MSPB REMEDIAL AUTHORITY FOR FAA 

EMPLOYEES. 
Section 40122(g)(3) of title 49, United States 

Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following: ‘‘Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, retroactive to April 1, 1996, the 
Board shall have the same remedial author-
ity over such employee appeals that it had as 
of March 31, 1996.’’. 
SEC. 604. FAA TECHNICAL TRAINING AND STAFF-

ING. 
(a) STUDY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 

shall conduct a study on the training of the 
airway transportation systems specialists of 
the Federal Aviation Administration (in this 
section referred to as ‘‘FAA systems special-
ists’’). 

(2) CONTENTS.—The study shall— 
(A) include an analysis of the type of train-

ing provided to FAA systems specialists; 
(B) include an analysis of the type of train-

ing that FAA systems specialists need to be 
proficient on the maintenance of latest tech-
nologies; 

(C) include a description of actions that 
the Administration has undertaken to en-
sure that FAA systems specialists receive 
up-to-date training on the latest tech-
nologies; 

(D) identify the amount and cost of FAA 
systems specialists training provided by ven-
dors; 

(E) identify the amount and cost of FAA 
systems specialists training provided by the 
Administration after developing courses for 
the training of such specialists; 

(F) identify the amount and cost of travel 
that is required of FAA systems specialists 
in receiving training; and 

(G) include a recommendation regarding 
the most cost-effective approach to pro-
viding FAA systems specialists training. 

(3) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate a report on the 
results of the study. 

(b) WORKLOAD OF SYSTEMS SPECIALISTS.— 
(1) STUDY BY NATIONAL ACADEMY OF 

SCIENCES.—Not later than 90 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Adminis-
trator of the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion shall make appropriate arrangements 
for the National Academy of Sciences to con-
duct a study of the assumptions and methods 
used by the Federal Aviation Administration 
to estimate staffing needs for FAA systems 
specialists to ensure proper maintenance and 
certification of the national airspace system. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The study shall be con-
ducted so as to provide the following: 

(A) A suggested method of modifying FAA 
systems specialists staffing models for appli-
cation to current local conditions or apply-
ing some other approach to developing an ob-
jective staffing standard. 

(B) The approximate cost and length of 
time for developing such models. 

(3) CONSULTATION.—In conducting the 
study, the National Academy of Sciences 
shall consult with the exclusive bargaining 
representative of employees of the Federal 
Aviation Administration certified under sec-
tion 7111 of title 5, United States Code, and 
the Administrator of the Federal Aviation 
Administration. 

(4) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the initiation of the arrangements under 
subsection (a), the National Academy of 
Sciences shall submit to Congress a report 
on the results of the study. 
SEC. 605. DESIGNEE PROGRAM. 

(a) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General shall submit to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation of the Senate a report on 
the status of recommendations made by the 
Government Accountability Office in its Oc-
tober 2004 report, ‘‘Aviation Safety: FAA 
Needs to Strengthen Management of Its Des-
ignee Programs’’ (GAO–05–40). 

(b) CONTENTS.—The report shall include— 
(1) an assessment of the extent to which 

the Federal Aviation Administration has re-
sponded to recommendations of the Govern-
ment Accountability Office referred to in 
subsection (a); 

(2) an identification of improvements, if 
any, that have been made to the designee 
programs referred to in the report of the Of-
fice as a result of such recommendations; 

(3) an identification of further action that 
is needed to implement such recommenda-
tions, improve the Administration’s manage-
ment control of the designee programs, and 
increase assurance that designees meet the 
Administration’s performance standards; and 

(4) an assessment of the Administration’s 
organizational delegation and designee pro-
grams and a determination as to whether the 
Administration has sufficient monitoring 
and surveillance programs in place to prop-
erly oversee these programs. 
SEC. 606. STAFFING MODEL FOR AVIATION SAFE-

TY INSPECTORS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than October 31, 

2009, the Administrator of the Federal Avia-
tion Administration shall develop a staffing 
model for aviation safety inspectors. In de-
veloping the model, the Administrator shall 
follow the recommendations outlined in the 
2007 study released by the National Academy 
of Sciences entitled ‘‘Staffing Standards for 
Aviation Safety Inspectors’’ and consult 
with interested persons, including the exclu-
sive collective bargaining representative of 
the aviation safety inspectors. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as may be necessary to carry out this 
section. 
SEC. 607. SAFETY CRITICAL STAFFING. 

(a) SAFETY INSPECTORS.—The Adminis-
trator of the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion shall increase the number of safety crit-
ical positions in the Flight Standards Serv-
ice and Aircraft Certification Service for a 
fiscal year commensurate with the funding 
levels provided in subsection (b) for the fis-
cal year. Such increases shall be measured 
relative to the number of persons serving in 
safety critical positions as of September 30, 
2008. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—In 
addition to amounts authorized by section 
106(k) of title 49, United States Code, there is 
authorized to be appropriated to carry out 
subsection (a)— 

(1) $45,000,000 for fiscal year 2010; 
(2) $138,000,000 for fiscal year 2011; and 
(3) $235,000,000 for fiscal year 2012. 

Such sums shall remain available until ex-
pended. 

(c) IMPLEMENTATION OF STAFFING STAND-
ARDS.—Notwithstanding any other provision 
of this section, upon completion of the flight 
standards service staffing model under sec-
tion 605 of this Act, and validation of the 
model by the Administrator, there are au-
thorized to be appropriated such sums as 

may be necessary to support the number of 
aviation safety inspectors, safety technical 
specialists, and operation support positions 
that such model determines are required to 
meet the responsibilities of the Flight 
Standards Service. 

(d) SAFETY CRITICAL POSITIONS DEFINED.— 
In this section, the term ‘‘safety critical po-
sitions’’ means— 

(1) aviation safety inspectors, safety tech-
nical specialists, and operations support po-
sitions in the Flight Standards Service (as 
such terms are used in the Administration’s 
fiscal year 2009 congressional budget jus-
tification); and 

(2) manufacturing safety inspectors, pilots, 
engineers, Chief Scientist Technical Advi-
sors, safety technical specialists, and oper-
ational support positions in the Aircraft Cer-
tification Service (as such terms are used in 
the Administration’s fiscal year 2009 con-
gressional budget justification). 
SEC. 608. FAA AIR TRAFFIC CONTROLLER STAFF-

ING. 
(a) STUDY BY NATIONAL ACADEMY OF 

SCIENCES.—Not later than 90 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Adminis-
trator of the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion shall enter into appropriate arrange-
ments with the National Academy of 
Sciences to conduct a study of the assump-
tions and methods used by the Federal Avia-
tion Administration (in this section referred 
to as the ‘‘FAA’’) to estimate staffing needs 
for FAA air traffic controllers to ensure the 
safe operation of the national airspace sys-
tem. 

(b) CONSULTATION.—In conducting the 
study, the National Academy of Sciences 
shall consult with the exclusive bargaining 
representative of employees of the FAA cer-
tified under section 7111 of title 5, United 
States Code, the Administrator of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, and represent-
atives of the Civil Aeronautical Medical In-
stitute. 

(c) CONTENTS.—The study shall include an 
examination of representative information 
on human factors, traffic activity, and the 
technology and equipment used in air traffic 
control. 

(d) RECOMMENDATIONS AND ESTIMATES.—In 
conducting the study, the National Academy 
of Sciences shall develop— 

(1) recommendations for the development 
by the FAA of objective staffing standards to 
maintain the safety and efficiency of the na-
tional airspace system with current and fu-
ture projected air traffic levels; and 

(2) estimates of cost and schedule for the 
development of such standards by the FAA 
or its contractors. 

(e) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
National Academy of Sciences shall submit 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation of the Senate a report on 
the results of the study. 
SEC. 609. ASSESSMENT OF TRAINING PROGRAMS 

FOR AIR TRAFFIC CONTROLLERS. 
(a) STUDY.—The Administrator of the Fed-

eral Aviation Administration shall conduct a 
study to assess the adequacy of training pro-
grams for air traffic controllers. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The study shall include— 
(1) a review of the current training system 

for air traffic controllers; 
(2) an analysis of the competencies re-

quired of air traffic controllers for successful 
performance in the current air traffic con-
trol environment; 

(3) an analysis of competencies required of 
air traffic controllers as the Federal Avia-
tion Administration transitions to the Next 
Generation Air Transportation System; and 
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(4) an analysis of various training ap-

proaches available to satisfy the controller 
competencies identified under paragraphs (2) 
and (3). 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall submit to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate a report on the results of the 
study. 
SEC. 610. COLLEGIATE TRAINING INITIATIVE 

STUDY. 
(a) STUDY.—The Administrator of the Fed-

eral Aviation Administration shall conduct a 
study on training options for graduates of 
the Collegiate Training Initiative program 
conducted under section 44506(c) of title 49 
United States Code. The study shall analyze 
the impact of providing as an alternative to 
the current training provided at the Mike 
Monroney Aeronautical Center of the Ad-
ministration a new controller orientation 
session for graduates of such programs at the 
Mike Monroney Aeronautical Center fol-
lowed by on-the-job training for newly hired 
air traffic controllers who are graduates of 
such program and shall include— 

(1) the cost effectiveness of such an alter-
native training approach; and 

(2) the effect that such an alternative 
training approach would have on the overall 
quality of training received by graduates of 
such programs. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall submit to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate a report on the results 
of the study. 
SEC. 611. FAA TASK FORCE ON AIR TRAFFIC CON-

TROL FACILITY CONDITIONS. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Administrator of 

the Federal Aviation Administration shall 
establish a special task force to be known as 
the ‘‘FAA Task Force on Air Traffic Control 
Facility Conditions’’ (in this section referred 
to as the ‘‘Task Force’’). 

(b) MEMBERSHIP.— 
(1) COMPOSITION.—The Task Force shall be 

composed of 12 members of whom— 
(A) 8 members shall be appointed by the 

Administrator; and 
(B) 4 members shall be appointed by labor 

unions representing employees who work at 
field facilities of the Administration. 

(2) QUALIFICATIONS.—Of the members ap-
pointed by the Administrator under para-
graph (1)(A)— 

(A) 4 members shall be specialists on toxic 
mold abatement, ‘‘sick building syndrome,’’ 
and other hazardous building conditions that 
can lead to employee health concerns and 
shall be appointed by the Administrator in 
consultation with the Director of the Na-
tional Institute for Occupational Safety and 
Health; and 

(B) 2 members shall be specialists on the 
rehabilitation of aging buildings. 

(3) TERMS.—Members shall be appointed for 
the life of the Task Force. 

(4) VACANCIES.—A vacancy in the Task 
Force shall be filled in the manner in which 
the original appointment was made. 

(5) TRAVEL EXPENSES.—Members shall 
serve without pay but shall receive travel ex-
penses, including per diem in lieu of subsist-
ence, in accordance with subchapter I of 
chapter 57 of title 5, United States Code. 

(c) CHAIRPERSON.—The Administrator shall 
designate, from among the individuals ap-
pointed under subsection (b)(1), an individual 
to serve as chairperson of the Task Force. 

(d) TASK FORCE PERSONNEL MATTERS.— 

(1) STAFF.—The Task Force may appoint 
and fix the pay of such personnel as it con-
siders appropriate. 

(2) STAFF OF FEDERAL AGENCIES.—Upon re-
quest of the Chairperson of the Task Force, 
the head of any department or agency of the 
United States may detail, on a reimbursable 
basis, any of the personnel of that depart-
ment or agency to the Task Force to assist 
it in carrying out its duties under this sec-
tion. 

(3) OTHER STAFF AND SUPPORT.—Upon re-
quest of the Task Force or a panel of the 
Task Force, the Administrator shall provide 
the Task Force or panel with professional 
and administrative staff and other support, 
on a reimbursable basis, to the Task Force 
to assist it in carrying out its duties under 
this section. 

(e) OBTAINING OFFICIAL DATA.—The Task 
Force may secure directly from any depart-
ment or agency of the United States infor-
mation (other than information required by 
any statute of the United States to be kept 
confidential by such department or agency) 
necessary for the Task Force to carry out its 
duties under this section. Upon request of 
the chairperson of the Task Force, the head 
of that department or agency shall furnish 
such information to the Task Force. 

(f) DUTIES.— 
(1) STUDY.—The Task Force shall under-

take a study of— 
(A) the conditions of all air traffic control 

facilities across the Nation, including tow-
ers, centers, and terminal radar air control; 

(B) reports from employees of the Adminis-
tration relating to respiratory ailments and 
other health conditions resulting from expo-
sure to mold, asbestos, poor air quality, radi-
ation and facility-related hazards in facili-
ties of the Administration; 

(C) conditions of such facilities that could 
interfere with such employees’ ability to ef-
fectively and safely perform their duties; 

(D) the ability of managers and supervisors 
of such employees to promptly document and 
seek remediation for unsafe facility condi-
tions; 

(E) whether employees of the Administra-
tion who report facility-related illnesses are 
treated fairly; 

(F) utilization of scientifically approved 
remediation techniques in a timely fashion 
once hazardous conditions are identified in a 
facility of the Administration; and 

(G) resources allocated to facility mainte-
nance and renovation by the Administration. 

(2) FACILITY CONDITION INDICIES (FCI).—The 
Task Force shall review the facility condi-
tion indicies of the Administration (in this 
section referred to as the ‘‘FCI’’) for inclu-
sion in the recommendations under sub-
section (g). 

(g) RECOMMENDATIONS.—Based on the re-
sults of the study and review of the FCI 
under subsection (f), the Task Force shall 
make recommendations as it considers nec-
essary to— 

(1) prioritize those facilities needing the 
most immediate attention in order of the 
greatest risk to employee health and safety; 

(2) ensure that the Administration is using 
scientifically approved remediation tech-
niques in all facilities; and 

(3) assist the Administration in making 
programmatic changes so that aging air traf-
fic control facilities do not deteriorate to 
unsafe levels. 

(h) REPORT.—Not later than 6 months after 
the date on which initial appointments of 
members to the Task Force are completed, 
the Task Force shall submit to the Adminis-
trator, the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep-
resentatives, and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate a report on the activities of the Task 

Force, including the recommendations of the 
Task Force under subsection (g). 

(i) IMPLEMENTATION.—Within 30 days of the 
receipt of the Task Force report under sub-
section (h), the Administrator shall submit 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation of the Senate a report 
that includes a plan and timeline to imple-
ment the recommendations of the Task 
Force and to align future budgets and prior-
ities of the Administration accordingly. 

(j) TERMINATION.—The Task Force shall 
terminate on the last day of the 30-day pe-
riod beginning on the date on which the re-
port under subsection (h) was submitted. 

(k) APPLICABILITY OF THE FEDERAL ADVI-
SORY COMMITTEE ACT.—The Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.) shall not 
apply to the Task Force. 

(l) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary of Transportation $250,000 to 
carry out this section. 

TITLE VII—AVIATION INSURANCE 
SEC. 701. GENERAL AUTHORITY. 

(a) EXTENSION OF POLICIES.—Section 
44302(f)(1) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘March 31, 2009’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘September 30, 2012’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘May 31, 2009’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 2019’’. 

(b) SUCCESSOR PROGRAM.—Section 44302(f) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(3) SUCCESSOR PROGRAM.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—After December 31, 2019, 

coverage for the risks specified in a policy 
that has been extended under paragraph (1) 
shall be provided in an airline industry spon-
sored risk retention or other risk-sharing ar-
rangement approved by the Secretary. 

‘‘(B) TRANSFER OF PREMIUMS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—On December 31, 2019, 

and except as provided in clause (ii), pre-
miums that are collected by the Secretary 
from the airline industry after September 22, 
2001, for any policy under this subsection, 
and interest earned thereon, as determined 
by the Secretary, shall be transferred to an 
airline industry sponsored risk retention or 
other risk-sharing arrangement approved by 
the Secretary. 

‘‘(ii) DETERMINATION OF AMOUNT TRANS-
FERRED.—The amount transferred pursuant 
to clause (i) shall be less— 

‘‘(I) the amount of any claims paid out on 
such policies from September 22, 2001, 
through December 31, 2019; 

‘‘(II) the amount of any claims pending 
under such policies as of December 31, 2019; 
and 

‘‘(III) the cost, as determined by the Sec-
retary, of administering the provision of in-
surance policies under this chapter from 
September 22, 2001, through December 31, 
2019.’’. 
SEC. 702. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO LIMIT 

THIRD PARTY LIABILITY OF AIR 
CARRIERS ARISING OUT OF ACTS OF 
TERRORISM. 

Section 44303(b) is amended by striking 
‘‘May 31, 2009’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2012’’. 
SEC. 703. CLARIFICATION OF REINSURANCE AU-

THORITY. 

Section 44304 is amended in the second sen-
tence by striking ‘‘the carrier’’ and inserting 
‘‘any insurance carrier’’. 
SEC. 704. USE OF INDEPENDENT CLAIMS ADJUST-

ERS. 
Section 44308(c)(1) is amended in the sec-

ond sentence by striking ‘‘agent’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘agent, or a claims adjuster who is inde-
pendent of the underwriting agent,’’. 
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SEC. 705. EXTENSION OF PROGRAM AUTHORITY. 

Section 44310 is amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2013’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2019’’. 

TITLE VIII—MISCELLANEOUS 
SEC. 801. AIR CARRIER CITIZENSHIP. 

Section 40102(a)(15) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

‘‘For purposes of subparagraph (C), an air 
carrier shall not be deemed to be under the 
actual control of citizens of the United 
States unless citizens of the United States 
control all matters pertaining to the busi-
ness and structure of the air carrier, includ-
ing operational matters such as marketing, 
branding, fleet composition, route selection, 
pricing, and labor relations.’’. 
SEC. 802. DISCLOSURE OF DATA TO FEDERAL 

AGENCIES IN INTEREST OF NA-
TIONAL SECURITY. 

Section 40119(b) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(3) LIMITATION ON APPLICABILITY OF FREE-
DOM OF INFORMATION ACT.—Section 552a of 
title 5, United States Code, shall not apply 
to disclosures that the Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration may make 
from the systems of records of the Adminis-
tration to any Federal law enforcement, in-
telligence, protective service, immigration, 
or national security official in order to assist 
the official receiving the information in the 
performance of official duties.’’. 
SEC. 803. FAA ACCESS TO CRIMINAL HISTORY 

RECORDS AND DATABASE SYSTEMS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 401 is amended 

by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘§ 40130. FAA access to criminal history 

records or databases systems 
‘‘(a) ACCESS TO RECORDS OR DATABASES 

SYSTEMS.— 
‘‘(1) ACCESS TO INFORMATION.—Notwith-

standing section 534 of title 28, and regula-
tions issued to implement such section, the 
Administrator of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration may access a system of docu-
mented criminal justice information main-
tained by the Department of Justice or by a 
State but may do so only for the purpose of 
carrying out civil and administrative respon-
sibilities of the Administration to protect 
the safety and security of the national air-
space system or to support the missions of 
the Department of Justice, the Department 
of Homeland Security, and other law en-
forcement agencies. 

‘‘(2) RELEASE OF INFORMATION.—In access-
ing a system referred to in paragraph (1), the 
Administrator shall be subject to the same 
conditions and procedures established by the 
Department of Justice or the State for other 
governmental agencies with access to the 
system. 

‘‘(3) LIMITATION.—The Administrator may 
not use the access authorized under para-
graph (1) to conduct criminal investigations. 

‘‘(b) DESIGNATED EMPLOYEES.—The Admin-
istrator shall designate, by order, employees 
of the Administration who shall carry out 
the authority described in subsection (a). 
The designated employees may— 

‘‘(1) have access to and receive criminal 
history, driver, vehicle, and other law en-
forcement information contained in the law 
enforcement databases of the Department of 
Justice, or any jurisdiction of a State, in the 
same manner as a police officer employed by 
a State or local authority of that State who 
is certified or commissioned under the laws 
of that State; 

‘‘(2) use any radio, data link, or warning 
system of the Federal Government, and of 
any jurisdiction in a State, that provides in-
formation about wanted persons, be-on-the- 
lookout notices, warrant status, or other of-
ficer safety information to which a police of-

ficer employed by a State or local authority 
in that State who is certified or commission 
under the laws of that State has access and 
in the same manner as such police officer; or 

‘‘(3) receive Federal, State, or local govern-
ment communications with a police officer 
employed by a State or local authority in 
that State in the same manner as a police of-
ficer employed by a State or local authority 
in that State who is commissioned under the 
laws of that State. 

‘‘(c) SYSTEM OF DOCUMENTED CRIMINAL JUS-
TICE INFORMATION DEFINED.—In this section, 
the term ‘system of documented criminal 
justice information’ means any law enforce-
ment database, system, or communication 
containing information concerning identi-
fication, criminal history, arrests, convic-
tions, arrest warrants, wanted or missing 
persons, including the National Crime Infor-
mation Center and its incorporated criminal 
history databases and the National Law En-
forcement Telecommunications System.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for chapter 401 is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 
‘‘40130. FAA access to criminal history 

records or databases systems.’’. 
SEC. 804. CLARIFICATION OF AIR CARRIER FEE 

DISPUTES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 47129 is amend-

ed— 
(1) in the section heading by striking ‘‘air 

carrier’’ and inserting ‘‘carrier’’; 
(2) in subsection (a) by striking ‘‘(as de-

fined in section 40102 of this title)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘(as such terms are defined in sec-
tion 40102)’’; 

(3) in the heading for subsection (d) by 
striking ‘‘AIR CARRIER’’ and inserting ‘‘AIR 
CARRIER AND FOREIGN AIR CARRIER’’; 

(4) in the heading for paragraph (2) of sub-
section (d) by striking ‘‘AIR CARRIER’’ and in-
serting ‘‘AIR CARRIER AND FOREIGN AIR CAR-
RIER’’; 

(5) by striking ‘‘air carriers’’ each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘air carriers or foreign 
air carriers’’; 

(6) by striking ‘‘air carrier’’ each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘air carrier or foreign 
air carrier’’; and 

(7) by striking ‘‘air carrier’s’’ each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘air carrier’s or for-
eign air carrier’s’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for chapter 471 is amended by striking the 
item relating to section 47129 and inserting 
the following: 
‘‘47129. Resolution of airport-carrier disputes 

concerning airport fees.’’. 
SEC. 805. STUDY ON NATIONAL PLAN OF INTE-

GRATED AIRPORT SYSTEMS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Transportation shall initiate a 
study to evaluate the formulation of the Na-
tional Plan of Integrated Airport Systems 
(in this section referred to as the ‘‘plan’’) 
under section 47103 of title 49, United States 
Code. 

(b) CONTENTS OF STUDY.—The study shall 
include a review of the following: 

(1) The criteria used for including airports 
in the plan and the application of such cri-
teria in the most recently published version 
of the plan. 

(2) The changes in airport capital needs be-
tween fiscal years 2003 and 2008, as reported 
in the plan, as compared with the amounts 
apportioned or otherwise made available to 
individual airports over the same period of 
time. 

(3) A comparison of the amounts received 
by airports under the airport improvement 
program in airport apportionments, State 
apportionments, and discretionary grants 
during such fiscal years with capital needs as 
reported in the plan. 

(4) The effect of transfers of airport appor-
tionments under title 49, United States Code. 

(5) Any other matters pertaining to the 
plan that the Secretary determines appro-
priate. 

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.— 
(1) SUBMISSION.—Not later than 36 months 

after the date of initiation of the study, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate a report on the results of the 
study. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The report shall include— 
(A) the findings of the Secretary on each of 

the subjects listed in subsection (b); 
(B) recommendations for any changes to 

policies and procedures for formulating the 
plan; and 

(C) recommendations for any changes to 
the methods of determining the amounts to 
be apportioned or otherwise made available 
to individual airports. 
SEC. 806. EXPRESS CARRIER EMPLOYEE PROTEC-

TION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 201 of the Rail-

way Labor Act (45 U.S.C. 181) is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘All’’ and inserting ‘‘(a) IN 

GENERAL.—All’’; 
(2) by inserting ‘‘and every express carrier’’ 

after ‘‘common carrier by air’’; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(b) SPECIAL RULES FOR EXPRESS CAR-

RIERS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—An employee of an ex-

press carrier shall be covered by this Act 
only if that employee is in a position that is 
eligible for certification under part 61, 63, or 
65 of title 14, Code of Federal Regulations, 
and only if that employee performs duties 
for the express carrier that are eligible for 
such certification. All other employees of an 
express carrier shall be covered by the provi-
sions of the National Labor Relations Act (29 
U.S.C. 151 et seq.). 

‘‘(2) AIR CARRIER STATUS.—Any person that 
is an express carrier shall be governed by 
paragraph (1) notwithstanding any finding 
that the person is also a common carrier by 
air. 

‘‘(3) EXPRESS CARRIER DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term ‘express carrier’ means any 
person (or persons affiliated through com-
mon control or ownership) whose primary 
business is the express shipment of freight or 
packages through an integrated network of 
air and surface transportation.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 1 of 
such Act (45 U.S.C. 151) is amended in the 
first paragraph by striking ‘‘, any express 
company that would have been subject to 
subtitle IV of title 49, United States Code, as 
of December 31, 1995,’’. 
SEC. 807. CONSOLIDATION AND REALIGNMENT 

OF FAA FACILITIES. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF WORKING GROUP.— 

Not later than 9 months after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary of Trans-
portation shall establish within the Federal 
Aviation Administration (in this section re-
ferred to as the ‘‘FAA’’) a working group to 
develop criteria and make recommendations 
for the realignment of services and facilities 
(including regional offices) of the FAA to as-
sist in the transition to next generation fa-
cilities and to help reduce capital, operating, 
maintenance, and administrative costs in in-
stances in which cost reductions can be im-
plemented without adversely affecting safe-
ty. 

(b) MEMBERSHIP.—The working group shall 
be composed of— 

(1) the Administrator of the FAA; 
(2) 2 representatives of air carriers; 
(3) 2 representatives of the general aviation 

community; 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 03:44 May 22, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00059 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A21MY7.049 H21MYPT1w
w

oo
ds

2 
on

 P
R

O
D

P
C

68
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH5954 May 21, 2009 
(4) 2 representatives of labor unions rep-

resenting employees who work at regional or 
field facilities of the FAA; and 

(5) 2 representatives of the airport commu-
nity. 

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS CONTAINING REC-
OMMENDATIONS OF THE WORKING GROUP.— 

(1) SUBMISSION.—Not later than 6 months 
after convening the working group, the Ad-
ministrator shall submit to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate a report containing the cri-
teria and recommendations developed by the 
working group under this section. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The report shall include a 
justification for each recommendation to 
consolidate or realign a service or facility 
(including a regional office) and a descrip-
tion of the costs and savings associated with 
the consolidation or realignment. 

(d) PUBLIC NOTICE AND COMMENT.—The Ad-
ministrator shall publish the report sub-
mitted under subsection (c) in the Federal 
Register and allow 45 days for the submis-
sion of public comments. In addition, the Ad-
ministrator upon request shall hold a public 
hearing in a community that would be af-
fected by a recommendation in the report. 

(e) OBJECTIONS.—Any interested person 
may file with the Administrator a written 
objection to a recommendation of the work-
ing group. 

(f) REPORT TO CONGRESS CONTAINING REC-
OMMENDATIONS OF THE ADMINISTRATOR.—Not 
later than 60 days after the last day of the 
period for public comment under subsection 
(d), the Administrator shall submit to the 
committees referred to in subsection (c)(1) a 
report containing the recommendations of 
the Administrator on realignment of services 
and facilities (including regional offices) of 
the FAA and copies of any public comments 
and objections received by the Administrator 
under this section. 

(g) LIMITATION ON IMPLEMENTATION OF RE-
ALIGNMENTS AND CONSOLIDATIONS.—The Ad-
ministrator may not realign or consolidate 
any services or facilities (including regional 
offices) of the FAA before the Administrator 
has submitted the report under subsection 
(f). 

(h) FAA DEFINED.—In this section, the 
term ‘‘FAA’’ means the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration. 
SEC. 808. ACCIDENTAL DEATH AND DISMEMBER-

MENT INSURANCE FOR NATIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION SAFETY BOARD 
EMPLOYEES. 

Section 1113 is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(i) ACCIDENTAL DEATH AND DISMEMBER-
MENT INSURANCE.— 

‘‘(1) AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE INSURANCE.— 
The Board may procure accidental death and 
dismemberment insurance for an employee 
of the Board who travels for an accident in-
vestigation or other activity of the Board 
outside the United States or inside the 
United States under hazardous cir-
cumstances, as defined by the Board. 

‘‘(2) CREDITING OF INSURANCE BENEFITS TO 
OFFSET UNITED STATES TORT LIABILITY.—Any 
amounts paid to a person under insurance 
coverage procured under this subsection 
shall be credited as offsetting any liability of 
the United States to pay damages to that 
person under section 1346(b) of title 28, chap-
ter 171 of title 28, chapter 163 of title 10, or 
any other provision of law authorizing recov-
ery based upon tort liability of the United 
States in connection with the injury or 
death resulting in the insurance payment. 

‘‘(3) TREATMENT OF INSURANCE BENEFITS.— 
Any amounts paid under insurance coverage 
procured under this subsection shall not— 

‘‘(A) be considered additional pay or allow-
ances for purposes of section 5536 of title 5; 
or 

‘‘(B) offset any benefits an employee may 
have as a result of government service, in-
cluding compensation under chapter 81 of 
title 5. 

‘‘(4) ENTITLEMENT TO OTHER INSURANCE.— 
Nothing in this subsection shall be construed 
as affecting the entitlement of an employee 
to insurance under section 8704(b) of title 5.’’. 
SEC. 809. GAO STUDY ON COOPERATION OF AIR-

LINE INDUSTRY IN INTERNATIONAL 
CHILD ABDUCTION CASES. 

(a) STUDY.—The Comptroller General shall 
conduct a study to help determine how the 
Federal Aviation Administration (in this 
section referred to as the ‘‘FAA’’) could bet-
ter ensure the collaboration and cooperation 
of air carriers and foreign air carriers pro-
viding air transportation and relevant Fed-
eral agencies to develop and enforce child 
safety control for adults traveling inter-
nationally with children. 

(b) CONTENTS.—In conducting the study, 
the Comptroller General shall examine— 

(1) the nature and scope of exit policies and 
procedures of the FAA, air carriers, and for-
eign air carriers and how the enforcement of 
such policies and procedures is monitored, 
including ticketing and boarding procedures; 

(2) the extent to which air carriers and for-
eign air carriers cooperate in the investiga-
tions of international child abduction cases, 
including cooperation with the National Cen-
ter for Missing and Exploited Children and 
relevant Federal, State, and local agencies; 

(3) any effective practices, procedures, or 
lessons learned from the assessment of cur-
rent practices and procedures of air carriers, 
foreign air carriers, and operators of other 
transportation modes that could improve the 
ability of the aviation community to ensure 
the safety of children traveling internation-
ally with adults and, as appropriate, enhance 
the capability of air carriers and foreign air 
carriers to cooperate in the investigations of 
international child abduction cases; and 

(4) any liability issues associated with pro-
viding assistance in such investigations. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General shall submit to Con-
gress a report on the results of the study. 
SEC. 810. LOST NATION AIRPORT, OHIO. 

(a) APPROVAL OF SALE.—The Secretary of 
Transportation may approve the sale of Lost 
Nation Airport from the city of Willoughby, 
Ohio, to Lake County, Ohio, if— 

(1) Lake County meets all applicable re-
quirements for sponsorship of the airport; 
and 

(2) Lake County agrees to assume the obli-
gations and assurances of the grant agree-
ments relating to the airport executed by 
the city of Willoughby under chapter 471 of 
title 49, United States Code, and to operate 
and maintain the airport in accordance with 
such obligations and assurances. 

(b) GRANTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may make 

a grant, from funds made available under 
section 48103 of title 49, United States Code, 
to Lake County to assist in Lake County’s 
purchase of the Lost Nation Airport under 
subsection (a). 

(2) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the grant under this subsection shall be for 
90 percent of the cost of Lake County’s pur-
chase of the Lost Nation Airport, but in no 
event may the Federal share of the grant ex-
ceed $1,220,000. 

(3) APPROVAL.—The Secretary may make a 
grant under this subsection only if the Sec-
retary receives such written assurances as 
the Secretary may require under section 
47107 of title 49, United States Code, with re-
spect to the grant and Lost Nation Airport. 

(c) TREATMENT OF PROCEEDS FROM SALE.— 
The Secretary may grant to the city of 
Willoughby an exemption from the provi-
sions of sections 47107 and 47133 of such title, 
any grant obligations of the city of 
Willoughby, and regulations and policies of 
the Federal Aviation Administration to the 
extent necessary to allow the city of 
Willoughby to use the proceeds from the sale 
approved under subsection (a) for any pur-
pose authorized by the city of Willoughby. 
SEC. 811. POLLOCK MUNICIPAL AIRPORT, LOU-

ISIANA. 
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 
(1) Pollock Municipal Airport located in 

Pollock, Louisiana (in this section referred 
to as the ‘‘airport’’), has never been included 
in the National Plan of Integrated Airport 
Systems pursuant to section 47103 of title 49, 
United States Code, and is therefore not con-
sidered necessary to meet the current or fu-
ture needs of the national aviation system; 
and 

(2) closing the airport will not adversely 
affect aviation safety, aviation capacity, or 
air commerce. 

(b) REQUEST FOR CLOSURE.— 
(1) APPROVAL.—Notwithstanding any other 

provision of law, requirement, or agreement 
and subject to the requirements of this sec-
tion, the Administrator of the Federal Avia-
tion Administration shall— 

(A) approve a request from the town of Pol-
lock, Louisiana, to close the airport as a 
public airport; and 

(B) release the town from any term, condi-
tion, reservation, or restriction contained in 
a surplus property conveyance or transfer 
document, and from any order or finding by 
the Department of Transportation on the use 
and repayment of airport revenue applicable 
to the airport, that would otherwise prevent 
the closure of the airport and redevelopment 
of the facilities to nonaeronautical uses. 

(2) CONTINUED AIRPORT OPERATION PRIOR TO 
APPROVAL.—The town of Pollock shall con-
tinue to operate and maintain the airport 
until the Administrator grants the town’s re-
quest for closure of the airport. 

(3) USE OF PROCEEDS FROM SALE OF AIR-
PORT.—Upon the approval of the request to 
close the airport, the town of Pollock shall 
obtain fair market value for the sale of the 
airport property and shall immediately upon 
receipt transfer all such proceeds from the 
sale of the airport property to the sponsor of 
a public airport designated by the Adminis-
trator to be used for the development or im-
provement of such airport. 

(4) RELOCATION OF AIRCRAFT.—Before clo-
sure of the airport, the town of Pollock shall 
provide adequate time for any airport-based 
aircraft to relocate. 
SEC. 812. HUMAN INTERVENTION AND MOTIVA-

TION STUDY PROGRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 6 months 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration shall develop a human inter-
vention and motivation study program for 
flight crewmembers involved in air carrier 
operations in the United States under part 
121 of title 14, Code of Federal Regulations. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section such sums as may be 
necessary for each of fiscal years 2009 
through 2012. Such sums shall remain avail-
able until expended. 
SEC. 813. WASHINGTON, DC, AIR DEFENSE IDEN-

TIFICATION ZONE. 
(a) SUBMISSION OF PLAN TO CONGRESS.—Not 

later than 90 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration, in con-
sultation with Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity and Secretary of Defense, shall submit 
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to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure and Committee on Homeland 
Security of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate a plan for the 
Washington, DC, Air Defense Identification 
Zone. 

(b) CONTENTS OF PLAN.—The plan shall out-
line specific changes to the Washington, DC, 
Air Defense Identification Zone that will de-
crease operational impacts and improve gen-
eral aviation access to airports in the Na-
tional Capital Region that are currently im-
pacted by the zone. 
SEC. 814. MERRILL FIELD AIRPORT, ANCHORAGE, 

ALASKA. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, including the Federal 
Airport Act (as in effect on August 8, 1958), 
the United States releases, without mone-
tary consideration, all restrictions, condi-
tions, and limitations on the use, encum-
brance, or conveyance of certain land lo-
cated in the municipality of Anchorage, 
Alaska, more particularly described as 
Tracts 22 and 24 of the Fourth Addition to 
the Town Site of Anchorage, Alaska, as 
shown on the plat of U.S. Survey No. 1456, 
accepted June 13, 1923, on file in the Bureau 
of Land Management, Department of Inte-
rior. 

(b) GRANTS.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, the municipality of Anchor-
age shall be released from the repayment of 
any outstanding grant obligations owed by 
the municipality to the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration with respect to any land de-
scribed in subsection (a) that is subsequently 
conveyed to or used by the Department of 
Transportation and Public Facilities of the 
State of Alaska for the construction or re-
construction of a federally subsidized high-
way project. 
SEC. 815. 1940 AIR TERMINAL MUSEUM AT WIL-

LIAM P. HOBBY AIRPORT, HOUSTON, 
TEXAS. 

It is the sense of Congress that the Na-
tion— 

(1) supports the goals and ideals of the 1940 
Air Terminal Museum located at William P. 
Hobby Airport in the city of Houston, Texas; 

(2) congratulates the city of Houston and 
the 1940 Air Terminal Museum on the 80-year 
history of William P. Hobby Airport and the 
vital role of the airport in Houston’s and the 
Nation’s transportation infrastructure; and 

(3) recognizes the 1940 Air Terminal Mu-
seum for its importance to the Nation in the 
preservation and presentation of civil avia-
tion heritage and recognizes the importance 
of civil aviation to the Nation’s history and 
economy. 
SEC. 816. DUTY PERIODS AND FLIGHT TIME LIMI-

TATIONS APPLICABLE TO FLIGHT 
CREWMEMBERS. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Administrator of 
the Federal Aviation Administration shall 
initiate a rulemaking proceeding for the fol-
lowing purposes: 

(1) To require a flight crewmember who is 
employed by an air carrier conducting oper-
ations under part 121 of title 14, Code of Fed-
eral Regulations, and who accepts an addi-
tional assignment for flying under part 91 of 
such title from the air carrier or from any 
other air carrier conducting operations 
under part 121 or 135 of such title, to apply 
the period of the additional assignment (re-
gardless of whether the assignment is per-
formed by the flight crewmember before or 
after an assignment to fly under part 121 of 
such title) toward any limitation applicable 
to the flight crewmember relating to duty 
periods or flight times under part 121 of such 
title. 

(2) To require a flight crewmember who is 
employed by an air carrier conducting oper-

ations under part 135 of title 14, Code of Fed-
eral Regulations, and who accepts an addi-
tional assignment for flying under part 91 of 
such title from the air carrier or any other 
air carrier conducting operations under part 
121 or 135 of such title, to apply the period of 
the additional assignment (regardless of 
whether the assignment is performed by the 
flight crewmember before or after an assign-
ment to fly under part 135 of such title) to-
ward any limitation applicable to the flight 
crewmember relating to duty periods or 
flight times under part 135 of such title. 
SEC. 817. PILOT PROGRAM FOR REDEVELOP-

MENT OF AIRPORT PROPERTIES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration shall establish a pilot program 
at up to 4 public-use airports (as defined in 
section 47102 of title 49, United States Code) 
that have a noise compatibility program ap-
proved by the Administrator under section 
47504 of such title. 

(b) GRANTS.—Under the pilot program, the 
Administrator may make a grant in a fiscal 
year, from funds made available under sec-
tion 47117(e)(1)(A) of such title, to the oper-
ator of an airport participating in the pilot 
program— 

(1) to support joint planning (including 
planning described in section 47504(a)(2)(F) of 
such title), engineering design, and environ-
mental permitting for the assembly and re-
development of real property purchased with 
noise mitigation funds made available under 
section 48103 or passenger facility revenues 
collected for the airport under section 40117 
of such title; and 

(2) to encourage compatible land uses with 
the airport and generate economic benefits 
to the airport operator and an affected local 
jurisdiction. 

(c) GRANT REQUIREMENTS.—The Adminis-
trator may not make a grant under this sec-
tion unless the grant is made— 

(1) to enable the airport operator and an 
affected local jurisdiction to expedite their 
noise mitigation redevelopment efforts with 
respect to real property described in sub-
section (b)(1); 

(2) subject to a requirement that the af-
fected local jurisdiction has adopted zoning 
regulations that permit compatible redevel-
opment of real property described in sub-
section (b)(1); and 

(3) subject to a requirement that funds 
made available under section 47117(e)(1)(A) 
with respect to real property assembled and 
redeveloped under subsection (b)(1) plus the 
amount of any grants made for acquisition of 
such property under section 47504 of such 
title are repaid to the Administrator upon 
the sale of such property. 

(d) COOPERATION WITH LOCAL AFFECTED JU-
RISDICTION.—An airport operator may use 
funds granted under this section for a pur-
pose described in subsection (b) only in co-
operation with an affected local jurisdiction. 

(e) UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT SHARE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The United States Gov-

ernment share of the allowable costs of a 
project carried out under the pilot program 
shall be 80 percent. 

(2) DETERMINATION.—In determining the al-
lowable project costs of a project carried out 
under the pilot program for purposes of this 
subsection, the Administrator shall deduct 
from the total costs of the project that por-
tion of the total costs of the project that are 
incurred with respect to real property that is 
not owned or to be acquired by the airport 
operator pursuant to the noise compatibility 
program for the airport or that is not owned 
by an affected local jurisdiction or other 
public entity. 

(3) MAXIMUM AMOUNT.—Not more than 
$5,000,000 in funds made available under sec-

tion 47117(e) of title 49, United States Code, 
may be expended under this pilot program at 
any single public-use airport. 

(f) SPECIAL RULES FOR REPAID FUNDS.—The 
amounts repaid to the Administrator with 
respect to an airport under subsection 
(c)(3)— 

(1) shall be available to the Administrator 
for the following actions giving preference to 
such actions in descending order: 

(A) reinvestment in an approved noise 
compatibility project at the airport; 

(B) reinvestment in another project at the 
airport that is available for funding under 
section 47117(e) of title 49, United States 
Code; 

(C) reinvestment in an approved airport de-
velopment project at the airport that is eli-
gible for funding under section 47114, 47115, 
or 47117 of such title; 

(D) reinvestment in approved noise com-
patibility project at any other public air-
port; and 

(E) deposit in the Airport and Airway 
Trust Fund established under section 9502 of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (26 U.S.C. 
9502); 

(2) shall be in addition to amounts author-
ized under section 48103 of title 49, United 
States Code; and 

(3) shall remain available until expended. 
(g) USE OF PASSENGER FACILITY REVENUE.— 

An operator of an airport participating in 
the pilot program may use passenger facility 
revenue collected for the airport under sec-
tion 40117 of title 49, United States Code, to 
pay the portion of the total cost of a project 
carried out by the operator under the pilot 
program that are not allowable under sub-
section (e)(2). 

(h) SUNSET.—The Administrator may not 
make a grant under the pilot program after 
September 30, 2012. 

(i) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
the last day of the 30th month following the 
date on which the first grant is made under 
this section, the Administrator shall report 
to Congress on the effectiveness of the pilot 
program on returning real property pur-
chased with noise mitigation funds made 
available under section 47117(e)(1)(A) or 47505 
or passenger facility revenues to productive 
use. 

(j) NOISE COMPATIBILITY MEASURES.—Sec-
tion 47504(a)(2) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of subpara-
graph (D); 

(2) by striking the period at the end of sub-
paragraph (E) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(F) joint comprehensive land use plan-

ning, including master plans, traffic studies, 
environmental evaluation and economic and 
feasibility studies, with neighboring local ju-
risdictions undertaking community redevel-
opment in the area where any land or other 
property interest acquired by the airport op-
erator under this subsection is located, to 
encourage and enhance redevelopment op-
portunities that reflect zoning and uses that 
will prevent the introduction of additional 
incompatible uses and enhance redevelop-
ment potential.’’. 
SEC. 818. HELICOPTER OPERATIONS OVER LONG 

ISLAND AND STATEN ISLAND, NEW 
YORK. 

(a) STUDY.—The Administrator of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration shall conduct a 
study on helicopter operations over Long Is-
land and Staten Island, New York. 

(b) CONTENTS.—In conducting the study, 
the Administrator shall examine, at a min-
imum, the following: 

(1) The effect of helicopter operations on 
residential areas, including— 

(A) safety issues relating to helicopter op-
erations; 
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(B) noise levels relating to helicopter oper-

ations and ways to abate the noise levels; 
and 

(C) any other issue relating to helicopter 
operations on residential areas. 

(2) The feasibility of diverting helicopters 
from residential areas. 

(3) The feasibility of creating specific air 
lanes for helicopter operations. 

(4) The feasibility of establishing altitude 
limits for helicopter operations. 

(c) EXCEPTIONS.—Any determination under 
this section on the feasibility of establishing 
limitations or restrictions for helicopter op-
erations over Long Island and Staten Island, 
New York, shall not apply to helicopters per-
forming operations for news organizations, 
the military, law enforcement, or providers 
of emergency services. 

(d) LIMITATION ON STATUTORY CONSTRUC-
TION.—Nothing in this section shall be con-
strued to interfere with the Federal Aviation 
Administration’s authority to ensure the 
safe and efficient use of the national air-
space system. 

(e) REPORT.—Not later than 6 months after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall submit to Congress a re-
port on the results of the study, including in-
formation and recommendations concerning 
the issues examined under subsection (b). 
SEC. 819. CABIN TEMPERATURE STANDARDS 

STUDY. 
(a) STUDY.—Not later than 6 months after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator of the Federal Aviation Admin-
istration shall conduct a study to determine 
whether onboard temperature standards are 
necessary to protect cabin and cockpit crew 
members and passengers on an aircraft of an 
air carrier used to provide air transportation 
from excessive heat onboard such aircraft 
during standard operations or during an ex-
cessive flight delay. 

(b) TEMPERATURE REVIEW.—In conducting 
the study under subsection (a), the Adminis-
trator shall— 

(1) survey onboard cabin and cockpit tem-
peratures of a representative sampling of dif-
ferent aircraft types and operations; 

(2) address the appropriate placement of 
temperature monitoring devices onboard the 
aircraft to determine the most accurate 
measurement of onboard temperature and 
develop a system for the reporting of exces-
sive temperature onboard passenger aircraft 
by cockpit and cabin crew members; and 

(3) review the impact of implementing such 
onboard temperature standards on the envi-
ronment, fuel economy, and avionics and de-
termine the costs associated with such im-
plementation and the feasibility of using 
ground equipment or other mitigation meas-
ures to offset any such costs. 

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
18 months after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrator shall submit to Con-
gress a report on the findings of the study. 
SEC. 820. CIVIL PENALTIES TECHNICAL AMEND-

MENTS. 
Section 46301 is amended— 
(1) in subsection (a)(1)(A) by inserting 

‘‘chapter 451,’’ before ‘‘section 47107(b)’’; 
(2) in subsection (a)(5)(A)(i)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘or chapter 449’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘chapter 449’’; and 
(B) by inserting after ‘‘44909)’’ the fol-

lowing: ‘‘, or chapter 451’’; and 
(3) in subsection (d)(2)— 
(A) by inserting after ‘‘44723)’’ the fol-

lowing: ‘‘, chapter 451 (except section 45107)’’; 
and 

(B) by inserting after ‘‘44909),’’ the fol-
lowing: ‘‘section 45107 or’’. 
SEC. 821. STUDY AND REPORT ON ALLEVIATING 

CONGESTION. 
Not later than 18 months after the date of 

enactment of this Act, the Comptroller Gen-

eral shall conduct a study and submit a re-
port to Congress regarding effective strate-
gies to alleviate congestion in the national 
airspace at airports during peak travel 
times, by evaluating the effectiveness of re-
ducing flight schedules and staggering 
flights, developing incentives for airlines to 
reduce the number of flights offered, and in-
stituting slots and quotas at airports. In ad-
dition, the Comptroller General shall com-
pare the efficiency of implementing the 
strategies in the preceding sentence with re-
designing airspace and evaluate any legal ob-
stacles to implementing such strategies. 
SEC. 822. AIRLINE PERSONNEL TRAINING EN-

HANCEMENT. 
Not later than one year after the date of 

enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
Transportation shall issue regulations under 
chapter 447 of title 49, United States Code, 
that require air carriers to provide initial 
and annual recurring training for flight at-
tendants and gate attendants regarding serv-
ing alcohol, dealing with disruptive pas-
sengers, and recognizing intoxicated persons. 
The training shall include situational train-
ing on methods of handling an intoxicated 
person who is belligerent. 
SEC. 823. STUDY ON FEASIBILITY OF DEVELOP-

MENT OF A PUBLIC INTERNET WEB- 
BASED SEARCH ENGINE ON WIND 
TURBINE INSTALLATION OBSTRUC-
TION. 

(a) STUDY.—The Administrator of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration shall carry out 
a study on the feasibility of developing a 
publicly searchable, Internet Web-based re-
source that provides information regarding 
the acceptable height and distance that wind 
turbines may be installed in relation to avia-
tion sites and the level of obstruction such 
turbines may present to such sites. 

(b) CONSIDERATIONS.—In conducting the 
study, the Administrator shall consult, if ap-
propriate, with the Secretaries of the Army, 
Navy and Air Force, Homeland Security, Ag-
riculture, and Energy to coordinate the re-
quirements of each agency for future air 
space needs, determine what the acceptable 
risks are to existing infrastructure of each 
agency, and define the different levels of risk 
for such infrastructure. 

(c) IMPACT OF WIND TURBINES ON RADAR 
SIGNALS.—In conducting the study, the Ad-
ministrator shall consider the impact of the 
operation of wind turbines, individually and 
in collections, on radar signals and evaluate 
the feasibility of providing quantifiable 
measures of numbers of turbines and dis-
tance from radars that are acceptable. 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit a report on the results of 
the study to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, Committee on 
Homeland Security, Committee on Armed 
Services, Committee on Agriculture, and 
Committee on Science and Technology of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation, 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs, Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry, 
andCommittee on Armed Services of the 
Senate. 
SEC. 824. WIND TURBINE LIGHTING. 

(a) STUDY.—The Administrator of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration shall conduct a 
study on wind turbine lighting systems. 

(b) CONTENTS.—In conducting the study, 
the Administrator shall examine the fol-
lowing: 

(1) The effect of wind turbine lighting on 
residential areas. 

(2) The safety issues associated with alter-
native lighting strategies, technologies, and 
regulations. 

(3) Potential energy savings associated 
with alternative lighting strategies, tech-
nologies, and regulations. 

(4) The feasibility of implementing alter-
native lighting strategies or technologies. 

(5) Any other issue relating to wind tur-
bine lighting. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall submit to Congress a re-
port on the results of the study, including in-
formation and recommendations concerning 
the issues examined under subsection (b). 
SEC. 825. LIMITING ACCESS TO FLIGHT DECKS OF 

ALL-CARGO AIRCRAFT. 
(a) STUDY.—Not later than 180 days after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator of the Federal Aviation Admin-
istration, in consultation with appropriate 
air carriers, aircraft manufacturers, and air 
carrier labor representatives, shall conduct a 
study to identify a physical means, or a com-
bination of physical and procedural means, 
of limiting access to the flight decks of all- 
cargo aircraft to authorized flight crew 
members. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall submit to Congress a re-
port on the results of the study. 

TITLE IX—FEDERAL AVIATION RESEARCH 
AND DEVELOPMENT 

SEC. 901. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Federal 

Aviation Research and Development Reau-
thorization Act of 2009’’. 
SEC. 902. DEFINITIONS. 

As used in this title, the following defini-
tion apply: 

(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-
trator’’ means the Administrator of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration. 

(2) FAA.—The term ‘‘FAA’’ means the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration. 

(3) NASA.—The term ‘‘NASA’’ means the 
National Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion. 

(4) NATIONAL RESEARCH COUNCIL.—The term 
‘‘National Research Council’’ means the Na-
tional Research Council of the National 
Academies of Science and Engineering. 

(5) NOAA.—The term ‘‘NOAA’’ means the 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Adminis-
tration. 

(6) NSF.—The term ‘‘NSF’’ means the Na-
tional Science Foundation. 

(7) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Transportation. 
SEC. 903. INTERAGENCY RESEARCH INITIATIVE 

ON THE IMPACT OF AVIATION ON 
THE CLIMATE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator, in co-
ordination with NASA and the United States 
Climate Change Science Program, shall 
carry out a research initiative to assess the 
impact of aviation on the climate and, if 
warranted, to evaluate approaches to miti-
gate that impact. 

(b) RESEARCH PLAN.—Not later than one 
year after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the participating Federal entities shall 
jointly develop a plan for the research pro-
gram that contains the objectives, proposed 
tasks, milestones, and 5-year budgetary pro-
file. 
SEC. 904. RESEARCH PROGRAM ON RUNWAYS. 

(a) RESEARCH PROGRAM.—The Adminis-
trator shall maintain a program of research 
grants to universities and nonprofit research 
foundations for research and technology 
demonstrations related to— 

(1) improved runway surfaces; and 
(2) engineered material restraining sys-

tems for runways at both general aviation 
airports and airports with commercial air 
carrier operations. 
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(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

There is authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as may be necessary for each of the fis-
cal years 2009 through 2012 to carry out this 
section. 
SEC. 905. RESEARCH ON DESIGN FOR CERTIFI-

CATION. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—Not later 

than 6 months after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the FAA, in consultation with 
other agencies as appropriate, shall establish 
a research program on methods to improve 
both confidence in and the timeliness of cer-
tification of new technologies for their intro-
duction into the national airspace system. 

(b) RESEARCH PLAN.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, as 
part of the activity described in subsection 
(a), the FAA shall develop a plan for the re-
search program that contains the objectives, 
proposed tasks, milestones, and five-year 
budgetary profile. 

(c) REVIEW.—The Administrator shall have 
the National Research Council conduct an 
independent review of the research program 
plan and provide the results of that review to 
the Committee on Science and Technology 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation of the Senate 
not later than 18 months after the date of en-
actment of this Act. 
SEC. 906. CENTERS OF EXCELLENCE. 

(a) GOVERNMENT’S SHARE OF COSTS.—Sec-
tion 44513(f) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(f) GOVERNMENT’S SHARE OF COSTS.—The 
United States Government’s share of estab-
lishing and operating the center and all re-
lated research activities that grant recipi-
ents carry out shall not exceed 75 percent of 
the costs. The United States Government’s 
share of an individual grant under this sec-
tion shall not exceed 90 percent of the 
costs.’’. 

(b) ANNUAL REPORT.—The Administrator 
shall transmit annually to the Committee on 
Science and Technology and the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate at the time of the President’s 
budget request a report that lists— 

(1) the research projects that have been 
initiated by each Center of Excellence in the 
preceding year; 

(2) the amount of funding for each research 
project and the funding source; 

(3) the institutions participating in each 
project and their shares of the overall fund-
ing for each research project; and 

(4) the level of cost-sharing for each re-
search project. 
SEC. 907. AIRPORT COOPERATIVE RESEARCH 

PROGRAM. 
Section 44511(f) is amended— 
(1) in paragraph (1) by striking ‘‘establish a 

4-year pilot’’ and inserting ‘‘maintain an’’; 
and 

(2) in paragraph (4)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘expiration of the pro-

gram’’ and inserting ‘‘expiration of the pilot 
program’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘program, including rec-
ommendations as to the need for estab-
lishing a permanent airport cooperative re-
search program’’ and inserting ‘‘program’’. 
SEC. 908. UNMANNED AIRCRAFT SYSTEMS. 

(a) RESEARCH INITIATIVE.—Section 44504(b) 
is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (6) by striking ‘‘and’’ after 
the semicolon; 

(2) in paragraph (7) by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(8) in conjunction with other Federal 

agencies, as appropriate, to develop tech-

nologies and methods to assess the risk of 
and prevent defects, failures, and malfunc-
tions of products, parts, and processes, for 
use in all classes of unmanned aircraft sys-
tems that could result in a catastrophic fail-
ure of the unmanned aircraft that would en-
danger other aircraft in the national air-
space system.’’. 

(b) SYSTEMS, PROCEDURES, FACILITIES, AND 
DEVICES.—Section 44505(b) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (4) by striking ‘‘and’’ after 
the semicolon; 

(2) in paragraph (5)(C) by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting a semicolon; 
and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(6) to develop a better understanding of 

the relationship between human factors and 
unmanned aircraft systems safety; and 

‘‘(7) to develop dynamic simulation models 
for integrating all classes of unmanned air-
craft systems into the national airspace sys-
tem without any degradation of existing lev-
els of safety for all national airspace system 
users.’’. 
SEC. 909. RESEARCH GRANTS PROGRAM INVOLV-

ING UNDERGRADUATE STUDENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
establish a program to utilize colleges and 
universities, including Historically Black 
Colleges and Universities, Hispanic serving 
institutions, tribally controlled colleges and 
universities, and Alaska Native and Native 
Hawaiian serving institutions in conducting 
research by undergraduate students on sub-
jects of relevance to the FAA. Grants may be 
awarded under this section for— 

(1) research projects to be carried out pri-
marily by undergraduate students; 

(2) research projects that combine under-
graduate research with other research sup-
ported by the FAA; 

(3) research on future training require-
ments related to projected changes in regu-
latory requirements for aircraft mainte-
nance and power plant licensees; and 

(4) research on the impact of new tech-
nologies and procedures, particularly those 
related to aircraft flight deck and air traffic 
management functions, and on training re-
quirements for pilots and air traffic control-
lers. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated 
$5,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2009 
through 2012, for research grants under this 
section. 
SEC. 910. AVIATION GAS RESEARCH AND DEVEL-

OPMENT PROGRAM. 

(a) CONTINUATION OF PROGRAM.—The Ad-
ministrator, in coordination with the NASA 
Administrator, shall continue research and 
development activities into technologies for 
modification of existing general aviation pis-
ton engines to enable their safe operation 
using unleaded aviation fuel. 

(b) ROADMAP.—Not later than 120 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall develop a research and 
development roadmap for the program con-
tinued in subsection (a), containing the spe-
cific research and development objectives 
and the anticipated timetable for achieving 
the objectives. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 130 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall provide the roadmap speci-
fied in subsection (b) to the Committee on 
Science and Technology of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated 
$750,000 for each of the fiscal years 2009 
through 2012 to carry out this section. 

SEC. 911. REVIEW OF FAA’S ENERGY- AND ENVI-
RONMENT-RELATED RESEARCH 
PROGRAMS. 

(a) STUDY.—The Administrator shall enter 
into an arrangement with the National Re-
search Council for a review of the FAA’s 
energy- and environment-related research 
programs. The review shall assess whether— 

(1) the programs have well-defined, 
prioritized, and appropriate research objec-
tives; 

(2) the programs are properly coordinated 
with the energy- and environment-related re-
search programs of NASA, NOAA, and other 
relevant agencies; 

(3) the programs have allocated appro-
priate resources to each of the research ob-
jectives; and 

(4) there exist suitable mechanisms for 
transitioning the research results into the 
FAA’s operational technologies and proce-
dures and certification activities. 

(b) REPORT.—A report containing the re-
sults of the review shall be provided to the 
Committee on Science and Technology of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate within 18 months of the enact-
ment of this Act. 

SEC. 912. REVIEW OF FAA’S AVIATION SAFETY-RE-
LATED RESEARCH PROGRAMS. 

(a) REVIEW.—The Administrator shall enter 
into an arrangement with the National Re-
search Council for an independent review of 
the FAA’s aviation safety-related research 
programs. The review shall assess whether— 

(1) the programs have well-defined, 
prioritized, and appropriate research objec-
tives; 

(2) the programs are properly coordinated 
with the safety research programs of NASA 
and other relevant Federal agencies; 

(3) the programs have allocated appro-
priate resources to each of the research ob-
jectives; and 

(4) there exist suitable mechanisms for 
transitioning the research results from the 
programs into the FAA’s operational tech-
nologies and procedures and certification ac-
tivities in a timely manner. 

(b) AVIATION SAFETY-RELATED RESEARCH 
PROGRAMS TO BE ASSESSED.—The FAA avia-
tion safety-related research programs to be 
assessed under the review shall include, at a 
minimum, the following: 

(1) Air traffic control/technical operations 
human factors. 

(2) Runway incursion reduction. 
(3) Flightdeck/maintenance system inte-

gration human factors. 
(4) Airports technology research—safety. 
(5) Airport cooperative research program— 

safety. 
(6) Weather program. 
(7) Atmospheric hazards/digital system 

safety. 
(8) Fire research and safety. 
(9) Propulsion and fuel systems. 
(10) Advanced materials/structural safety. 
(11) Aging aircraft. 
(12) Aircraft catastrophic failure preven-

tion research. 
(13) Aeromedical research. 
(14) Aviation safety risk analysis. 
(15) Unmanned aircraft systems research. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 14 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall submit to Congress a re-
port on the results of the review. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—In 
addition to amounts authorized to be appro-
priated by the amendments made by this 
Act, there is authorized to be appropriated 
$700,000 for fiscal year 2009 to carry out this 
section. 
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SEC. 913. RESEARCH PROGRAM ON ALTERNATIVE 

JET FUEL TECHNOLOGY FOR CIVIL 
AIRCRAFT. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF RESEARCH PRO-
GRAM.—Using amounts made available under 
section 48102(a) of title 49, United States 
Code, the Secretary of Transportation shall 
conduct a research program related to devel-
oping jet fuel from alternative sources (such 
as coal, natural gas, biomass, ethanol, buta-
nol, and hydrogen) through grants or other 
measures authorized under section 106(l)(6) of 
such title, including reimbursable agree-
ments with other Federal agencies. 

(b) PARTICIPATION BY EDUCATIONAL AND RE-
SEARCH INSTITUTIONS.—In conducting the 
program, the Secretary shall provide for par-
ticipation by educational and research insti-
tutions that have existing facilities and ex-
perience in the development and deployment 
of technology for alternative jet fuels. 

(c) DESIGNATION OF INSTITUTE AS A CENTER 
OF EXCELLENCE.—Not later than 6 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration shall designate an institution 
described in subsection (a) as a Center of Ex-
cellence for Alternative Jet Fuel Research. 
SEC. 914. CENTER FOR EXCELLENCE IN AVIATION 

EMPLOYMENT. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Administrator 

shall establish a Center for Excellence in 
Aviation Employment (in this section re-
ferred to as the ‘‘Center’’). 

(b) APPLIED RESEARCH AND TRAINING.—The 
Center shall conduct applied research and 
training on— 

(1) human performance in the air transpor-
tation environment; 

(2) air transportation personnel, including 
air traffic controllers, pilots, and techni-
cians; and 

(3) any other aviation human resource 
issues pertinent to developing and maintain-
ing a safe and efficient air transportation 
system. 

(c) DUTIES.—The Center shall— 
(1) in conjunction with the Collegiate 

Training Initiative and other air traffic con-
troller training programs, develop, imple-
ment, and evaluate a comprehensive, best- 
practices based training program for air traf-
fic controllers; 

(2) work with the Office of Human Re-
source Management of the FAA as that of-
fice develops and implements a strategic re-
cruitment and marketing program to help 
the FAA compete for the best qualified em-
ployees and incorporate an employee value 
proposition process that results in attracting 
a broad-based and diverse aviation workforce 
in mission critical positions, including air 
traffic controller, aviation safety inspector, 
airway transportation safety specialist, and 
engineer; 

(3) through industry surveys and other re-
search methodologies and in partnership 
with the ‘‘Taskforce on the Future of the 
Aerospace Workforce’’ and the Secretary of 
Labor, establish a baseline of general avia-
tion employment statistics for purposes of 
projecting and anticipating future workforce 
needs and demonstrating the economic im-
pact of general aviation employment; 

(4) conduct a comprehensive analysis of the 
airframe and powerplant technician certifi-
cation process and employment trends for 
maintenance repair organization facilities, 
certificated repair stations, and general 
aviation maintenance organizations; 

(5) establish a best practices model in avia-
tion maintenance technician school environ-
ments; and 

(6) establish a workforce retraining pro-
gram to allow for transition of recently un-
employed and highly skilled mechanics into 
aviation employment. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 

the Administrator such sums as may be nec-
essary to carry out this section. Such sums 
shall remain available until expended. 

TITLE X—AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST 
FUND FINANCING 

SEC. 1001. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Airport and 

Airway Trust Fund Financing Act of 2009’’. 
SEC. 1002. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF 

TAXES FUNDING AIRPORT AND AIR-
WAY TRUST FUND. 

(a) RATE OF TAX ON AVIATION-GRADE KER-
OSENE AND AVIATION GASOLINE.— 

(1) AVIATION-GRADE KEROSENE.—Subpara-
graph (A) of section 4081(a)(2) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 (relating to rates of 
tax) is amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end 
of clause (ii), by striking the period at the 
end of clause (iii) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and 
by adding at the end the following new 
clause: 

‘‘(iv) in the case of aviation-grade ker-
osene, 35.9 cents per gallon.’’. 

(2) AVIATION GASOLINE.—Clause (ii) of sec-
tion 4081(a)(2)(A) of such Code is amended by 
striking ‘‘19.3 cents’’ and inserting ‘‘24.1 
cents’’. 

(3) FUEL REMOVED DIRECTLY INTO FUEL TANK 
OF AIRPLANE USED IN NONCOMMERCIAL AVIA-
TION.—Subparagraph (C) of section 4081(a)(2) 
of such Code is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(C) TAXES IMPOSED ON FUEL USED IN COM-
MERCIAL AVIATION.—In the case of aviation- 
grade kerosene which is removed from any 
refinery or terminal directly into the fuel 
tank of an aircraft for use in commercial 
aviation by a person registered for such use 
under section 4101, the rate of tax under sub-
paragraph (A)(iv) shall be 4.3 cents per gal-
lon.’’. 

(4) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Clause (iii) of section 4081(a)(2)(A) of 

such Code is amended by inserting ‘‘other 
than aviation-grade kerosene’’ after ‘‘ker-
osene’’. 

(B) The following provisions of such Code 
are each amended by striking ‘‘kerosene’’ 
and inserting ‘‘aviation-grade kerosene’’: 

(i) Section 4081(a)(3)(A)(ii). 
(ii) Section 4081(a)(3)(A)(iv). 
(iii) Section 4081(a)(3)(D). 
(C) Section 4081(a)(3)(D) of such Code is 

amended— 
(i) by striking ‘‘paragraph (2)(C)(i)’’ in 

clause (i) and inserting ‘‘paragraph (2)(C)’’, 
and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘paragraph (2)(C)(ii)’’ in 
clause (ii) and inserting ‘‘paragraph 
(2)(A)(iv)’’. 

(D) Section 4081(a)(4) of such Code is 
amended— 

(i) by striking ‘‘paragraph (2)(C)(i)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘paragraph (2)(C)’’, and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘KEROSENE’’ in the heading 
and inserting ‘‘AVIATION-GRADE KEROSENE’’. 

(E) Section 4081(d)(2) of such Code is 
amended by inserting ‘‘, (a)(2)(A)(iv),’’ after 
‘‘subsections (a)(2)(A)(ii)’’. 

(b) EXTENSION.— 
(1) FUELS TAXES.—Paragraph (2) of section 

4081(d) of such Code is amended by striking 
‘‘gallon—’’ and all that follows and inserting 
‘‘gallon after September 30, 2012’’. 

(2) TAXES ON TRANSPORTATION OF PERSONS 
AND PROPERTY.— 

(A) PERSONS.—Clause (ii) of section 
4261(j)(1)(A) of such Code is amended by 
striking ‘‘September 30, 2009’’ and inserting 
‘‘September 30, 2012’’. 

(B) PROPERTY.—Clause (ii) of section 
4271(d)(1)(A) of such Code is amended by 
striking ‘‘September 30, 2009’’ and inserting 
‘‘September 30, 2012’’. 

(c) EXEMPTION FOR AVIATION-GRADE KER-
OSENE REMOVED INTO AN AIRCRAFT.—Sub-
section (e) of section 4082 of such Code is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘kerosene’’ and inserting 
‘‘aviation-grade kerosene’’, 

(2) by striking ‘‘section 4081(a)(2)(A)(iii)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘section 4081(a)(2)(A)(iv)’’, and 

(3) by striking ‘‘KEROSENE’’ in the heading 
and inserting ‘‘AVIATION-GRADE KEROSENE’’. 

(d) RETAIL TAX ON AVIATION FUEL.— 
(1) EXEMPTION FOR PREVIOUSLY TAXED 

FUEL.—Paragraph (2) of section 4041(c) of 
such Code is amended by inserting ‘‘at the 
rate specified in subsection (a)(2)(A)(iv) 
thereof’’ after ‘‘section 4081’’. 

(2) RATE OF TAX.—Paragraph (3) of section 
4041(c) of such Code is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(3) RATE OF TAX.—The rate of tax imposed 
by this subsection shall be the rate of tax in 
effect under section 4081(a)(2)(A)(iv) (4.3 
cents per gallon with respect to any sale or 
use for commercial aviation).’’. 

(e) REFUNDS RELATING TO AVIATION-GRADE 
KEROSENE.— 

(1) KEROSENE USED IN COMMERCIAL AVIA-
TION.—Clause (ii) of section 6427(l)(4)(A) of 
such Code is amended by striking ‘‘specified 
in section 4041(c) or 4081(a)(2)(A)(iii), as the 
case may be,’’ and inserting ‘‘so imposed’’. 

(2) KEROSENE USED IN AVIATION.—Paragraph 
(4) of section 6427(l) of such Code is amend-
ed— 

(A) by striking subparagraph (B) and redes-
ignating subparagraph (C) as subparagraph 
(B), and 

(B) by amending subparagraph (B), as re-
designated by subparagraph (A), to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(B) PAYMENTS TO ULTIMATE, REGISTERED 
VENDOR.—With respect to any kerosene used 
in aviation (other than kerosene to which 
paragraph (6) applies), if the ultimate pur-
chaser of such kerosene waives (at such time 
and in such form and manner as the Sec-
retary shall prescribe) the right to payment 
under paragraph (1) and assigns such right to 
the ultimate vendor, then the Secretary 
shall pay (without interest) the amount 
which would be paid under paragraph (1) to 
such ultimate vendor, but only if such ulti-
mate vendor— 

‘‘(i) is registered under section 4101, and 
‘‘(ii) meets the requirements of subpara-

graph (A), (B), or (D) of section 6416(a)(1).’’. 
(3) AVIATION-GRADE KEROSENE NOT USED IN 

AVIATION.—Subsection (l) of section 6427 of 
such Code is amended by redesignating para-
graph (5) as paragraph (6) and by inserting 
after paragraph (4) the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(5) REFUNDS FOR AVIATION-GRADE KER-
OSENE NOT USED IN AVIATION.—If tax has been 
imposed under section 4081 at the rate speci-
fied in section 4081(a)(2)(A)(iv) and the fuel is 
used other than in an aircraft, the Secretary 
shall pay (without interest) to the ultimate 
purchaser of such fuel an amount equal to 
the amount of tax imposed on such fuel re-
duced by the amount of tax that would be 
imposed under section 4041 if no tax under 
section 4081 had been imposed.’’. 

(4) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Section 6427(i)(4) of such Code is 

amended— 
(i) by striking ‘‘paragraph (4)(C) or (5)’’ 

both places it appears and inserting ‘‘para-
graph (4)(B) or (6)’’, and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘, (l)(4)(C)(ii), and (l)(5)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘and (l)(6)’’. 

(B) Section 6427(l)(1) of such Code is 
amended by striking ‘‘paragraph (4)(C)(i)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘paragraph (4)(B)(i)’’. 

(C) Section 4082(d)(2)(B) of such Code is 
amended by striking ‘‘6427(l)(5)(B)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘6427(l)(6)(B)’’. 

(f) AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND.— 
(1) EXTENSION OF TRUST FUND AUTHORI-

TIES.— 
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(A) EXPENDITURES FROM TRUST FUND.— 

Paragraph (1) of section 9502(d) of such Code 
is amended— 

(i) by striking ‘‘October 1, 2009’’ in the 
matter preceding subparagraph (A) and in-
serting ‘‘October 1, 2012’’, and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘or the FAA Reauthoriza-
tion Act of 2009’’ before the semicolon at the 
end of subparagraph (A). 

(B) LIMITATION ON TRANSFERS TO TRUST 
FUND.—Paragraph (2) of section 9502(e) of 
such Code is amended by striking ‘‘October 1, 
2009’’ and inserting ‘‘October 1, 2012’’. 

(2) TRANSFERS TO TRUST FUND.—Subpara-
graph (C) of section 9502(b)(1) of such Code is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(C) section 4081 with respect to aviation 
gasoline and aviation-grade kerosene, and’’. 

(3) TRANSFERS ON ACCOUNT OF CERTAIN RE-
FUNDS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (d) of section 
9502 of such Code is amended— 

(i) by striking ‘‘(other than subsection 
(l)(4) thereof)’’ in paragraph (2), and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘(other than payments 
made by reason of paragraph (4) of section 
6427(l))’’ in paragraph (3). 

(B) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(i) Section 9503(b)(4) of such Code is amend-

ed by striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of subpara-
graph (C), by striking the period at the end 
of subparagraph (D) and inserting a comma, 
and by inserting after subparagraph (D) the 
following: 

‘‘(E) section 4081 to the extent attributable 
to the rate specified in clause (ii) or (iv) of 
section 4081(a)(2)(A), or 

‘‘(F) section 4041(c).’’. 
(ii) Section 9503(c) of such Code is amended 

by striking the last paragraph (relating to 
transfers from the Trust Fund for certain 
aviation fuel taxes). 

(iii) Section 9502(a) of such Code is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘, section 9503(c)(7),’’. 

(4) TRANSFERS ON ACCOUNT OF AVIATION- 
GRADE KEROSENE NOT USED IN AVIATION.—Sec-
tion 9502(d) of such Code is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(7) TRANSFERS FROM AIRPORT AND AIRWAY 
TRUST FUND ON ACCOUNT OF AVIATION-GRADE 
KEROSENE NOT USED IN AVIATION.—The Sec-
retary of the Treasury shall pay from time 
to time from the Airport and Airway Trust 
Fund into the Highway Trust Fund amounts 
as determined by the Secretary of the Treas-
ury equivalent to amounts transferred to the 
Airport and Airway Trust Fund with respect 
to aviation-grade kerosene not used in avia-
tion.’’. 

(5) EXPENDITURES FOR AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL 
MODERNIZATION.—Section 9502(d) of such 
Code, as amended by this title, is amended 
by adding at the end the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(8) EXPENDITURES FOR AIR TRAFFIC CON-
TROL MODERNIZATION.—The following 
amounts may be used only for making ex-
penditures to carry out air traffic control 
modernization: 

‘‘(A) So much of the amounts appropriated 
under subsection (b)(1)(C) as the Secretary 
estimates are attributable to— 

‘‘(i) 14.1 cents per gallon of the tax imposed 
at the rate specified in section 
4081(a)(2)(A)(iv) in the case of aviation-grade 
kerosene used other than in commercial 
aviation (as defined in section 4083(b)), and 

‘‘(ii) 4.8 cents per gallon of the tax imposed 
at the rate specified in section 
4081(a)(2)(A)(ii) in the case of aviation gaso-
line used other than in commercial aviation 
(as so defined). 

‘‘(B) Any amounts credited to the Airport 
and Airway Trust Fund under section 9602(b) 
with respect to amounts described in this 
paragraph.’’. 

(g) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 

(1) MODIFICATIONS.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), the amendments made by this 
section shall apply to fuels removed, entered, 
or sold after December 31, 2009. 

(2) EXTENSIONS.—The amendments made by 
subsections (b) and (f)(1) shall take effect on 
the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(h) FLOOR STOCKS TAX.— 
(1) IMPOSITION OF TAX.—In the case of avia-

tion fuel which is held on January 1, 2010, by 
any person, there is hereby imposed a floor 
stocks tax on aviation fuel equal to— 

(A) the tax which would have been imposed 
before such date on such fuel had the amend-
ments made by this section been in effect at 
all times before such date, reduced by 

(B) the sum of— 
(i) the tax imposed before such date on 

such fuel under section 4081 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986, as in effect on such 
date, and 

(ii) in the case of kerosene held exclusively 
for such person’s own use, the amount which 
such person would (but for this clause) rea-
sonably expect (as of such date) to be paid as 
a refund under section 6427(l) of such Code 
with respect to such kerosene. 

(2) LIABILITY FOR TAX AND METHOD OF PAY-
MENT.— 

(A) LIABILITY FOR TAX.—A person holding 
aviation fuel on January 1, 2010, shall be lia-
ble for such tax. 

(B) TIME AND METHOD OF PAYMENT.—The 
tax imposed by paragraph (1) shall be paid on 
April 30, 2010, and in such manner as the Sec-
retary of the Treasury shall prescribe. 

(3) TRANSFER OF FLOOR STOCK TAX REVE-
NUES TO TRUST FUNDS.—For purposes of de-
termining the amount transferred to the Air-
port and Airway Trust Fund, the tax im-
posed by this subsection shall be treated as 
imposed by the provision of section 4081 of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 which ap-
plies with respect to the aviation fuel in-
volved. 

(4) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub-
section— 

(A) AVIATION FUEL.—The term ‘‘aviation 
fuel’’ means aviation-grade kerosene and 
aviation gasoline, as such terms are used 
within the meaning of section 4081 of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986. 

(B) HELD BY A PERSON.—Aviation fuel shall 
be considered as held by a person if title 
thereto has passed to such person (whether 
or not delivery to the person has been made). 

(C) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Treasury or the 
Secretary’s delegate. 

(5) EXCEPTION FOR EXEMPT USES.—The tax 
imposed by paragraph (1) shall not apply to 
any aviation fuel held by any person exclu-
sively for any use to the extent a credit or 
refund of the tax is allowable under the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 for such use. 

(6) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN AMOUNTS OF 
FUEL.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—No tax shall be imposed 
by paragraph (1) on any aviation fuel held on 
January 1, 2010, by any person if the aggre-
gate amount of such aviation fuel held by 
such person on such date does not exceed 
2,000 gallons. The preceding sentence shall 
apply only if such person submits to the Sec-
retary (at the time and in the manner re-
quired by the Secretary) such information as 
the Secretary shall require for purposes of 
this subparagraph. 

(B) EXEMPT FUEL.—For purposes of sub-
paragraph (A), there shall not be taken into 
account any aviation fuel held by any person 
which is exempt from the tax imposed by 
paragraph (1) by reason of paragraph (6). 

(C) CONTROLLED GROUPS.—For purposes of 
this subsection— 

(i) CORPORATIONS.— 
(I) IN GENERAL.—All persons treated as a 

controlled group shall be treated as 1 person. 

(II) CONTROLLED GROUP.—The term ‘‘con-
trolled group’’ has the meaning given to such 
term by subsection (a) of section 1563 of such 
Code; except that for such purposes the 
phrase ‘‘more than 50 percent’’ shall be sub-
stituted for the phrase ‘‘at least 80 percent’’ 
each place it appears in such subsection. 

(ii) NONINCORPORATED PERSONS UNDER COM-
MON CONTROL.—Under regulations prescribed 
by the Secretary, principles similar to the 
principles of subparagraph (A) shall apply to 
a group of persons under common control if 
1 or more of such persons is not a corpora-
tion. 

(7) OTHER LAWS APPLICABLE.—All provi-
sions of law, including penalties, applicable 
with respect to the taxes imposed by section 
4081 of such Code on the aviation fuel in-
volved shall, insofar as applicable and not in-
consistent with the provisions of this sub-
section, apply with respect to the floor stock 
taxes imposed by paragraph (1) to the same 
extent as if such taxes were imposed by such 
section. 

The CHAIR. No further amendment 
to the bill, as amended, is in order ex-
cept those printed in part C of the re-
port. Each further amendment may be 
offered only in the order printed in the 
report, by a Member designated in the 
report, shall be considered read, shall 
be debatable for the time specified in 
the report, equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an oppo-
nent, shall not be subject to amend-
ment, and shall not be subject to a de-
mand for division of the question. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. OBERSTAR 
The Acting CHAIR (Mr. JACKSON of 

Illinois). It is now in order to consider 
amendment No. 1 printed in part C of 
House Report 111–126. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 1 offered by Mr. OBER-
STAR: 

Page 6, strike line 18. 
Page 6, line 19, strike ‘‘(2)’’ and insert 

‘‘(1)’’. 
Page 6, line 20, strike ‘‘(3)’’ and insert 

‘‘(2)’’. 
Page 6, line 21, strike ‘‘(4)’’ and insert 

‘‘(3)’’. 
Page 7, line 7, strike ‘‘2009’’ and insert 

‘‘2010’’. 
Page 7, line 12, strike ‘‘2009’’ and insert 

‘‘2010’’. 
Page 7, line 16, strike ‘‘March 31’’ and in-

sert ‘‘September 30’’. 
Page 7, after line 17, insert the following: 
(d) RESCISSION OF UNOBLIGATED BAL-

ANCES.—Of the amounts authorized under 
sections 48103 and 48112 of title 49, United 
States Code, for fiscal year 2009, $305,500,000 
are hereby rescinded. Of the unobligated bal-
ances from funds available under such sec-
tions for fiscal years prior to fiscal year 2009, 
$102,000,000 are hereby rescinded. 

Page 7, strike line 22. 
Page 7, line 23, strike ‘‘(2)’’ and insert 

‘‘(1)’’. 
Page 7, line 24, strike ‘‘(3)’’ and insert 

‘‘(2)’’. 
Page 7, line 25, strike ‘‘(4)’’ and insert 

‘‘(3)’’. 
Page 8, line 6, strike ‘‘2009’’ and insert 

‘‘2010’’. 
Page 8, line 12, strike ‘‘2009’’ and insert 

‘‘2010’’. 
Page 9, line 9, strike ‘‘2009’’ and insert 

‘‘2010’’. 
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Page 9, line 13, strike ‘‘$10,000,000 for fiscal 

year 2009,’’. 
Page 9, lines 19 and 20, strike ‘‘$50,000,000 

for fiscal year 2009,’’. 
Page 10, line 1, strike ‘‘$41,400,000 for fiscal 

year 2009,’’. 
Page 10, lines 6 and 7, strike ‘‘$28,000,000 for 

fiscal year 2009,’’. 
Page 10, line 13, strike ‘‘$76,000,000 for fiscal 

year 2009,’’. 
Page 10, lines 18 and 19, strike ‘‘$21,900,000 

for fiscal year 2009,’’. 
Page 11, strike line 6. 
Page 11, line 7, strike ‘‘(B)’’ and insert 

‘‘(A)’’. 
Page 11, line 8, strike ‘‘(C)’’ and insert 

‘‘(B)’’. 
Page 11, line 10, strike ‘‘(D)’’ and insert 

‘‘(C)’’. 
Page 11, line 17, strike ‘‘2009’’ and insert 

‘‘2010’’. 
Page 12, line 6, strike ‘‘2009’’ and insert 

‘‘2010’’. 
Page 12, line 15, strike ‘‘2009,’’. 
Page 13, strike line 3 and all that follows 

through line 19 on page 14. 
Page 14, line 20, strike ‘‘(14)’’ and insert 

‘‘(13)’’. 
Page 16, line 12, strike ‘‘(15)’’ and insert 

‘‘(14)’’. 
Page 18, line 6, strike ‘‘(16)’’ and insert 

‘‘(15)’’. 
Page 20, lines 10 and 11, strike ‘‘in each of 

fiscal years 2009 and 2010,’’ and insert ‘‘in fis-
cal year 2010,’’. 

Page 27, after line 4, insert the following 
(with the correct sequential provision des-
ignations [replacing the numbers currently 
shown for such designations]) and conform 
the table of contents accordingly: 
SEC. 115. PARTICIPATION OF DISADVANTAGED 

BUSINESS ENTERPRISES IN CON-
TRACTS, SUBCONTRACTS, AND BUSI-
NESS OPPORTUNITIES FUNDED 
USING PASSENGER FACILITY REVE-
NUES AND IN AIRPORT CONCES-
SIONS. 

Section 40117 (as amended by this Act) is 
further amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(o) PARTICIPATION BY DISADVANTAGED 
BUSINESS ENTERPRISES.— 

‘‘(1) APPLICABILITY OF REQUIREMENTS.—Ex-
cept to the extent otherwise provided by the 
Secretary, requirements relating to dis-
advantaged business enterprises, as set forth 
in parts 23 and 26 of title 49, Code of Federal 
Regulations (or a successor regulation), shall 
apply to an airport collecting passenger fa-
cility revenue. 

‘‘(2) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
issue any regulations necessary to imple-
ment this subsection, including— 

‘‘(A) goal setting requirements for an eligi-
ble agency to ensure that contracts, sub-
contracts, and business opportunities funded 
using passenger facility revenues, and air-
port concessions, are awarded consistent 
with the levels of participation of disadvan-
taged business enterprises and airport con-
cessions disadvantaged business enterprises 
that would be expected in the absence of dis-
crimination; 

‘‘(B) provision for an assurance that re-
quires that an eligible agency will not dis-
criminate on the basis of race, color, na-
tional origin, or sex in the award and per-
formance of any contract funded using pas-
senger facility revenues; and 

‘‘(C) a requirement that an eligible agency 
will take all necessary and reasonable steps 
to ensure nondiscrimination in the award 
and administration of contracts funded using 
passenger facility revenues. 

‘‘(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Paragraph (1) shall 
take effect on the day following the date on 
which the Secretary issues final regulations 
under paragraph (2). 

‘‘(4) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection, the 
following definitions apply: 

‘‘(A) AIRPORT CONCESSIONS DISADVANTAGED 
BUSINESS ENTERPRISE.—The term ‘airport 
concessions disadvantaged business enter-
prise’ has the meaning given that term in 
part 23 of title 49, Code of Federal Regula-
tions (or a successor regulation). 

‘‘(B) DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS ENTER-
PRISE.—The term ‘disadvantaged business en-
terprise’ has the meaning given that term in 
part 26 of title 49, Code of Federal Regula-
tions (or a successor regulation).’’. 

Page 30, line 13, strike ‘‘May 1, 2009’’ and 
insert ‘‘September 1, 2009’’. 

Page 42, strike line 9 and all that follows 
through line 5 on page 44 (with the correct 
sequential provision designations [replacing 
the numbers currently shown for such des-
ignations]) and conform the table of contents 
accordingly. 

Page 44, line 15, strike ‘‘1632’’ and insert 
‘‘632’’. 

Page 44, strike line 17 and all that follows 
through line 14 on page 45 and insert the fol-
lowing (with the correct sequential provision 
designations [replacing the numbers cur-
rently shown for such designations]) and 
conform the table of contents accordingly: 
SEC. 138. AIRPORT DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS 

ENTERPRISE PROGRAM. 
(a) PURPOSE.—It is the purpose of the air-

port disadvantaged business program to en-
sure that minority- and women-owned busi-
nesses have a full and fair opportunity to 
compete in federally assisted airport con-
tracts and concessions and to ensure that the 
Federal Government does not subsidize dis-
crimination in private or locally funded air-
port-related industries. 

(b) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) While significant progress has occurred 
due to the enactment of the airport dis-
advantaged business enterprise program (49 
U.S.C. 47107(e) and 47113), discrimination con-
tinues to be a significant barrier for 
minority- and women-owned businesses seek-
ing to do business in airport-related mar-
kets. This continuing discrimination merits 
the continuation of the airport disadvan-
taged business enterprise program. 

(2) Discrimination poses serious barriers to 
the full participation in airport-related busi-
nesses of women business owners and minor-
ity business owners, including African Amer-
icans, Hispanic Americans, Asian Americans, 
and Native Americans. 

(3) Discrimination impacts minority and 
women business owners in every geographic 
region of the United States and in every air-
port-related industry. 

(4) Discrimination has impacted many as-
pects of airport-related business, including— 

(A) the availability of venture capital and 
credit; 

(B) the availability of bonding and insur-
ance; 

(C) the ability to obtain licensing and cer-
tification; 

(D) public and private bidding and quoting 
procedures; 

(E) the pricing of supplies and services; 
(F) business training, education, and ap-

prenticeship programs; and 
(G) professional support organizations and 

informal networks through which business 
opportunities are often established. 

(5) Congress has received voluminous evi-
dence of discrimination against minority 
and women business owners in airport-re-
lated industries, including— 

(A) statistical analyses demonstrating sig-
nificant disparities in the utilization of 
minority- and women-owned businesses in 
federally and locally funded airport related 
contracting; 

(B) statistical analyses of private sector 
disparities in business success by minority- 

and women-owned businesses in airport re-
lated industries; 

(C) research compiling anecdotal reports of 
discrimination by individual minority and 
women business owners; 

(D) individual reports of discrimination by 
minority and women business owners and 
the organizations and individuals who rep-
resent minority and women business owners; 

(E) analyses demonstrating significant re-
ductions in the participation of minority and 
women businesses in jurisdictions that have 
reduced or eliminated their minority- and 
women-owned business programs; 

(F) statistical analyses showing significant 
disparities in the credit available to 
minority- and women-owned businesses; 

(G) research and statistical analyses dem-
onstrating how discrimination negatively 
impacts firm formation, growth, and success; 

(H) experience of airports and other local-
ities demonstrating that race- and gender- 
neutral efforts alone are insufficient to rem-
edy discrimination; and 

(I) other qualitative and quantitative evi-
dence of discrimination against minority- 
and women-owned businesses in airport-re-
lated industries. 

(6) All of this evidence provides a strong 
basis for the continuation of the airport dis-
advantaged business enterprise program and 
the airport concessions disadvantaged busi-
ness enterprise program. 

(7) Congress has received and reviewed re-
cent comprehensive and compelling evidence 
of discrimination from many different 
sources, including congressional hearings 
and roundtables, scientific reports, reports 
issued by public and private agencies, news 
stories, reports of discrimination by organi-
zations and individuals, and discrimination 
lawsuits. 

(c) DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS ENTERPRISE 
PERSONAL NET WORTH CAP; BONDING RE-
QUIREMENTS.—Section 47113 is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(e) PERSONAL NET WORTH CAP.— 
‘‘(1) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this sub-
section, the Secretary shall issue final regu-
lations to adjust the personal net worth cap 
used in determining whether an individual is 
economically disadvantaged for purposes of 
qualifying under the definition contained in 
subsection (a)(2) and under section 47107(e). 
The regulations shall correct for the impact 
of inflation since the Small Business Admin-
istration established the personal net worth 
cap at $750,000 in 1989. 

‘‘(2) ANNUAL ADJUSTMENT.—Following the 
initial adjustment under paragraph (1), the 
Secretary shall adjust, on June 30 of each 
year thereafter, the personal net worth cap 
to account for changes, occurring in the pre-
ceding 12-month period, in the Consumer 
Price Index of All Urban Consumers (United 
States city average, all items) published by 
the Secretary of Labor. 

‘‘(f) EXCLUSION OF RETIREMENT BENEFITS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In calculating a business 

owner’s personal net worth, any funds held 
in a qualified retirement account owned by 
the business owner shall be excluded, subject 
to regulations to be issued by the Secretary. 

‘‘(2) REGULATIONS.—Not later than one 
year after the date of enactment of this sub-
section, the Secretary shall issue final regu-
lations to implement paragraph (1), includ-
ing consideration of appropriate safeguards, 
such as a limit on the amount of such ac-
counts, to prevent circumvention of personal 
net worth requirements. 

‘‘(g) PROHIBITION ON EXCESSIVE OR DIS-
CRIMINATORY BONDING REQUIREMENTS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish a program to eliminate barriers to 
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small business participation in airport-re-
lated contracts and concessions by prohib-
iting excessive, unreasonable, or discrimina-
tory bonding requirements for any project 
funded under this chapter or using passenger 
facility revenues under section 40117. 

‘‘(2) REGULATIONS.—Not later than one 
year after the date of enactment of this sub-
section, the Secretary shall issue a final rule 
to establish the program under paragraph 
(1).’’. 

Page 45, after line 14, insert the following 
(with the correct sequential provision des-
ignations [replacing the numbers currently 
shown for such designations]) and conform 
the table of contents accordingly: 
SEC. 139. TRAINING PROGRAM FOR CERTIFI-

CATION OF DISADVANTAGED BUSI-
NESS ENTERPRISES. 

(a) MANDATORY TRAINING PROGRAM.—Sec-
tion 47113 (as amended by this Act) is further 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (b) by striking ‘‘Sec-
retary’’ and inserting ‘‘Secretary of Trans-
portation’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(h) MANDATORY TRAINING PROGRAM.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 

after the date of enactment of this sub-
section, the Secretary shall establish a man-
datory training program for persons de-
scribed in paragraph (3) on certifying wheth-
er a small business concern qualifies as a 
small business concern owned and controlled 
by socially and economically disadvantaged 
individuals under this section and section 
47107(e). 

‘‘(2) IMPLEMENTATION.—The training pro-
gram may be implemented by one or more 
private entities approved by the Secretary. 

‘‘(3) PARTICIPANTS.—A person referred to in 
paragraph (1) is an official or agent of an air-
port sponsor— 

‘‘(A) who is required to provide a written 
assurance under this section or section 
47107(e) that the airport owner or operator 
will meet the percentage goal of subsection 
(b) or section 47107(e)(1); or 

‘‘(B) who is responsible for determining 
whether or not a small business concern 
qualifies as a small business concern owned 
and controlled by socially and economically 
disadvantaged individuals under this section 
or section 47107(e). 

‘‘(4) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Out of amounts appropriated under section 
106(k), not less than $2,000,000 for each of fis-
cal years 2010, 2011, and 2012 shall be used to 
carry out this subsection and to support 
other programs and activities of the Sec-
retary related to the participation of small 
business concerns owned and controlled by 
socially and economically disadvantaged in-
dividuals in airport related contracts or con-
cessions.’’. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 24 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives, the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate, and other appropriate commit-
tees of Congress a report on the results of 
the training program conducted under the 
amendment made by subsection (b). 

Page 47, line 23 through page 48, line 1, 
strike ‘‘fiscal years 2004 through 2008, and for 
the portion of fiscal year 2009 ending before 
April 1, 2009,’’ and insert ‘‘fiscal years 2004 
through 2009,’’. 

Page 48, line 1, strike ‘‘inserting,’’ and in-
sert ‘‘inserting’’. 

Page 48, line 2, strike ‘‘2008’’ and insert 
‘‘2010’’. 

Page 53, line 6, strike ‘‘March 31’’ and in-
sert ‘‘September 30’’. 

Page 53, lines 15 through 17, strike ‘‘for fis-
cal years ending before October 1, 2008, and 

for the portion of fiscal year 2009 ending be-
fore April 1, 2009,’’ and insert ‘‘October 1, 
2009,’’. 

Page 76, line 12, strike ‘‘and’’ at the end. 
Page 76, after line 12, insert the following: 
(C) a description of possible options for ex-

panding surveillance coverage beyond the 
ground stations currently under contract, in-
cluding enhanced ground signal coverage at 
airports; and 

Page 76, line 13, strike ‘‘(C)’’ and insert 
‘‘(D)’’. 

Page 88, line 11, strike ‘‘2009’’ and insert 
‘‘2010’’. 

Page 94, line 22, strike ‘‘2009’’ and insert 
‘‘2010’’. 

Page 96, line 7, strike ‘‘2009’’ and insert 
‘‘2010’’. 

Page 96, line 13, strike ‘‘$14,500,000 for fiscal 
year 2009 and’’. 

Page 96, line 19, strike ‘‘2009,’’. 
Page 99, line 16, insert ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.— 

’’ before ‘‘Not later than’’. 
Page 99, line 25, strike ‘‘and’’ at the end. 
Page 100, line 9, strike the first period and 

all that follows through the final period and 
insert ‘‘; and’’. 

Page 100, after line 9, insert the following: 
‘‘(3) continue to hold discussions with 

countries that have foreign repair stations 
that perform work on air carrier aircraft and 
components to ensure harmonization of the 
safety standards of such countries with those 
of the United States, including standards 
governing maintenance requirements, edu-
cation and licensing of maintenance per-
sonnel, training, oversight, and mutual in-
spection of work sites. 

‘‘(b) REGULATORY AUTHORITY WITH RESPECT 
TO CERTAIN FOREIGN REPAIR STATIONS.—With 
respect to repair stations that are located in 
countries that are party to the agreement 
entitled ‘‘Agreement between the United 
States of America and the European Commu-
nity on Cooperation in the Regulation of 
Civil Aviation Safety’’, dated June 30, 2008, 
the requirements of subsection (a) are an ex-
ercise of the rights of the United States 
under paragraph A of Article 15 of the Agree-
ment, which provides that nothing in the 
Agreement shall be construed to limit the 
authority of a party to determine through 
its legislative, regulatory, and administra-
tive measures, the level of protection it con-
siders appropriate for civil aviation safety.’’. 

Page 115, after line 7, insert the following 
(with the correct sequential provision des-
ignations [replacing the numbers currently 
shown for such designations]) and conform 
the table of contents accordingly: 
SEC. 312. SAFETY OF HELICOPTER AIR AMBU-

LANCE OPERATIONS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 447 (as amended 

by this Act) is further amended by adding at 
the end the following: 
‘‘§ 44732. Helicopter air ambulance operations 

‘‘(a) RULEMAKING.—The Administrator of 
the Federal Aviation Administration shall 
conduct a rulemaking proceeding to improve 
the safety of flight crewmembers, medical 
personnel, and passengers onboard heli-
copters providing helicopter air ambulance 
services under part 135 of title 14, Code of 
Federal Regulations. 

‘‘(b) MATTERS TO BE ADDRESSED.—In con-
ducting the rulemaking proceeding under 
subsection (a), the Administrator shall ad-
dress the following: 

‘‘(1) Flight request and dispatch proce-
dures, including performance-based flight 
dispatch procedures. 

‘‘(2) Pilot training standards, including— 
‘‘(A) mandatory training requirements, in-

cluding a minimum time for completing the 
training requirements; 

‘‘(B) training subject areas, such as com-
munications procedures and appropriate 
technology use; 

‘‘(C) establishment of training standards 
in— 

‘‘(i) crew resource management; 
‘‘(ii) flight risk evaluation; 
‘‘(iii) preventing controlled flight into ter-

rain; 
‘‘(iv) recovery from inadvertent flight into 

instrument meteorological conditions; 
‘‘(v) operational control of the pilot in 

command; and 
‘‘(vi) use of flight simulation training de-

vices and line oriented flight training. 
‘‘(3) Safety-enhancing technology and 

equipment, including— 
‘‘(A) helicopter terrain awareness and 

warning systems; 
‘‘(B) radar altimeters; 
‘‘(C) devices that perform the function of 

flight data recorders and cockpit voice re-
corders, to the extent feasible; and 

‘‘(D) safety equipment that should be worn 
or used by flight crewmembers and medical 
personnel on a flight, including the possible 
use of shoulder harnesses, helmets, seatbelts, 
and fire resistant clothing to enhance crash 
survivability. 

‘‘(4) Such other matters as the Adminis-
trator considers appropriate. 

‘‘(c) MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS.—In issuing a 
final rule under subsection (a), the Adminis-
trator, at a minimum, shall provide for the 
following: 

‘‘(1) FLIGHT RISK EVALUATION PROGRAM.— 
The Administrator shall ensure that a part 
135 certificate holder providing helicopter air 
ambulance services— 

‘‘(A) establishes a flight risk evaluation 
program, based on FAA Notice 8000.301 issued 
by the Administration on August 1, 2005, in-
cluding any updates thereto; 

‘‘(B) as part of the flight risk evaluation 
program, develops a checklist for use by pi-
lots in determining whether a flight request 
should be accepted; and 

‘‘(C) requires the pilots of the certificate 
holder to use the checklist. 

‘‘(2) OPERATIONAL CONTROL CENTER.—The 
Administrator shall ensure that a part 135 
certificate holder providing helicopter air 
ambulance services using 10 or more heli-
copters has an operational control center 
that meets such requirements as the Admin-
istrator may prescribe. 

‘‘(3) COMPLIANCE.—The Administrator shall 
ensure that a part 135 certificate holder pro-
viding helicopter air ambulance services 
complies with applicable regulations under 
part 135 of title 14, Code of Federal Regula-
tions, including regulations on weather 
minima and flight and duty time whenever 
medical personnel are onboard the aircraft. 

‘‘(d) DEADLINES.—The Administrator 
shall— 

‘‘(1) not later than 180 days after the date 
of enactment of this section, issue a notice 
of proposed rulemaking under subsection (a); 
and 

‘‘(2) not later than 16 months after the 
close of the comment period on the proposed 
rule, issue a final rule. 

‘‘(e) PART 135 CERTIFICATE HOLDER DE-
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘part 135 
certificate holder’ means a person holding a 
certificate issued under part 135 of title 14, 
Code of Federal Regulations. 
‘‘§ 44733. Collection of data on helicopter air 

ambulance operations 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of 

the Federal Aviation Administration shall 
require a part 135 certificate holder pro-
viding helicopter air ambulance services to 
submit to the Administrator, not later than 
one year after the date of enactment of this 
section, and annually thereafter, a report 
containing, at a minimum, the following 
data: 

‘‘(1) The number of helicopters that the 
certificate holder uses to provide helicopter 
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air ambulance services and the base loca-
tions of the helicopters. 

‘‘(2) The number of flights and hours flown, 
by registration number, during which heli-
copters operated by the certificate holder 
were providing helicopter air ambulance 
services. 

‘‘(3) The number of flight requests for a 
helicopter providing helicopter air ambu-
lance services that were accepted or declined 
by the certificate holder and the type of each 
such flight request (such as scene response, 
inter-facility transport, organ transport, or 
ferry or repositioning flight). 

‘‘(4) The number of accidents involving hel-
icopters operated by the certificate holder 
while providing helicopter air ambulance 
services and a description of the accidents. 

‘‘(5) The number of flights and hours flown 
under instrument flight rules by helicopters 
operated by the certificate holder while pro-
viding helicopter air ambulance services. 

‘‘(6) The time of day of each flight flown by 
helicopters operated by the certificate hold-
er while providing helicopter air ambulance 
services. 

‘‘(b) REPORTING PERIOD.—Data contained in 
a report submitted by a part 135 certificate 
holder under subsection (a) shall relate to 
such reporting period as the Administrator 
determines appropriate. 

‘‘(c) DATABASE.—Not later than 6 months 
after the date of enactment of this section, 
the Administrator shall develop a method to 
collect and store the data collected under 
subsection (a), including a method to protect 
the confidentiality of any trade secret or 
proprietary information provided in response 
to this section. 

‘‘(d) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
24 months after the date of enactment of this 
section, and annually thereafter, the Admin-
istrator shall submit to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate a report containing a summary 
of the data collected under subsection (a). 

‘‘(e) PART 135 CERTIFICATE HOLDER DE-
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘part 135 
certificate holder’ means a person holding a 
certificate issued under part 135 of title 14, 
Code of Federal Regulations.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for chapter 447 (as amended by this Act) is 
further amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘Sec. 44732. Helicopter air ambulance op-
erations. 

‘‘Sec. 44733. Collection of data on heli-
copter air ambulance operations.’’. 

SEC. 313. FEASIBILITY OF REQUIRING HELI-
COPTER PILOTS TO USE NIGHT VI-
SION GOGGLES. 

(a) STUDY.—The Administrator of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration shall carry out 
a study on the feasibility of requiring pilots 
of helicopters providing helicopter air ambu-
lance services under part 135 of title 14, Code 
of Federal Regulations, to use night vision 
goggles during nighttime operations. 

(b) CONSIDERATIONS.—In conducting the 
study, the Administrator shall consult with 
owners and operators of helicopters pro-
viding helicopter air ambulance services 
under such part 135 and aviation safety pro-
fessionals to determine the benefits, finan-
cial considerations, and risks associated 
with requiring the use of night vision gog-
gles. 

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
one year after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrator shall submit to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation of the Senate a report on 
the results of the study. 

SEC. 314. STUDY OF HELICOPTER AND FIXED 
WING AIR AMBULANCE SERVICES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 
shall conduct a study of the helicopter and 
fixed-wing air ambulance industry. The 
study shall include information, analysis, 
and recommendations pertinent to ensuring 
a safe air ambulance industry. 

(b) REQUIRED INFORMATION.—In conducting 
the study, the Comptroller General shall ob-
tain detailed information on the following 
aspects of the air ambulance industry: 

(1) A review of the industry, for part 135 
certificate holders and indirect carriers pro-
viding helicopter and fixed-wing air ambu-
lance services, including— 

(A) a listing of the number, size, and loca-
tion of helicopter and fixed-wing aircraft and 
their flight bases; 

(B) affiliations of certificate holders and 
indirect carriers with hospitals, govern-
ments, and other entities; 

(C) coordination of air ambulance services, 
with each other, State and local emergency 
medical services systems, referring entities, 
and receiving hospitals; 

(D) nature of services contracts, sources of 
payment, financial relationships between 
certificate holders and indirect carriers pro-
viding air ambulance services and referring 
entities, and costs of operations; and 

(E) a survey of business models for air am-
bulance operations, including expenses, 
structure, and sources of income. 

(2) Air ambulance request and dispatch 
practices, including the various types of pro-
tocols, models, training, certifications, and 
air medical communications centers relating 
to part 135 certificate holders and indirect 
carriers providing helicopter and fixed-wing 
air ambulance services, including— 

(A) the practices that emergency and med-
ical officials use to request an air ambu-
lance; 

(B) information on whether economic or 
other nonmedical factors lead to air ambu-
lance transport when it is not medically 
needed, appropriate, or safe; and 

(C) the cause, occurrence, and extent of 
delays in air ambulance transport. 

(3) Economic and medical issues relating 
to the air ambulance industry, including— 

(A) licensing; 
(B) certificates of need; 
(C) public convenience and necessity re-

quirements; 
(D) assignment of geographic coverage 

areas; 
(E) accreditation requirements; 
(F) compliance with dispatch procedures; 

and 
(G) requirements for medical equipment 

and personnel onboard the aircraft. 
(4) Such other matters as the Comptroller 

General considers relevant to the purpose of 
the study. 

(c) ANALYSIS AND RECOMMENDATIONS.— 
Based on information obtained under sub-
section (b) and other information the Comp-
troller General considers appropriate, the re-
port shall also include an analysis and spe-
cific recommendations, as appropriate, re-
lated to— 

(1) the relationship between State regula-
tion and Federal preemption of rates, routes, 
and services of air ambulances; 

(2) the extent to which Federal law may 
impact existing State regulation of air am-
bulances and the potential effect of greater 
State regulation— 

(A) in the air ambulance industry, on the 
economic viability of air ambulance services, 
the availability and coordination of service, 
and costs of operations both in rural and 
highly populated areas; 

(B) on the quality of patient care and out-
comes; and 

(C) on competition and safety; and 

(3) whether systemic or other problems 
exist on a statewide, regional, or national 
basis with the current system governing air 
ambulances. 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than June 1, 2010, 
the Comptroller General shall submit to the 
Secretary of Transportation and the appro-
priate committees of Congress a report con-
taining its findings and recommendations re-
garding the study under this section. 

(e) ADOPTION OF RECOMMENDED POLICY 
CHANGES.—Not later than 60 days after the 
date of receipt of the report under subsection 
(d), the Secretary shall issue a report to the 
appropriate committees of Congress, that— 

(1) specifies which, if any, policy changes 
recommended by the Comptroller General 
and any other policy changes with respect to 
air ambulances the Secretary will adopt and 
implement; and 

(2) includes recommendations for legisla-
tive change, if appropriate. 

(f) PART 135 CERTIFICATE HOLDER DE-
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘part 135 
certificate holder’’ means a person holding a 
certificate issued under part 135 of title 14, 
Code of Federal Regulations. 

Page 121, strike line 2 and all that follows 
through line 15 on page 125 and insert the fol-
lowing (with the correct sequential provision 
designations [replacing the numbers cur-
rently shown for such designations]) and 
conform the table of contents accordingly: 
SEC. 331. AVIATION SAFETY WHISTLEBLOWER IN-

VESTIGATION OFFICE. 
Section 106 is amended by adding at the 

end the following: 
‘‘(s) AVIATION SAFETY WHISTLEBLOWER IN-

VESTIGATION OFFICE.— 
‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 

in the Federal Aviation Administration (in 
this subsection referred to as the ‘Agency’) 
an Aviation Safety Whistleblower Investiga-
tion Office (in this subsection referred to as 
the ‘Office’). 

‘‘(2) DIRECTOR.— 
‘‘(A) APPOINTMENT.—The head of the Office 

shall be the Director, who shall be appointed 
by the Secretary of Transportation. 

‘‘(B) REPORTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS TO 
SECRETARY.—The Director shall provide reg-
ular reports to the Secretary of Transpor-
tation. The Director may recommend that 
the Secretary take any action necessary for 
the Office to carry out its functions, includ-
ing protection of complainants and wit-
nesses. 

‘‘(C) QUALIFICATIONS.—The Director shall 
have a demonstrated ability in investiga-
tions and knowledge of or experience in avia-
tion. 

‘‘(D) TERM.—The Director shall be ap-
pointed for a term of 5 years. 

‘‘(E) VACANCY.—Any individual appointed 
to fill a vacancy in the position of the Direc-
tor occurring before the expiration of the 
term for which the individual’s predecessor 
was appointed shall be appointed for the re-
mainder of that term. 

‘‘(3) COMPLAINTS AND INVESTIGATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) AUTHORITY OF DIRECTOR.—The Direc-

tor shall— 
‘‘(i) receive complaints and information 

submitted by employees of persons holding 
certificates issued under title 14, Code of 
Federal Regulations, and employees of the 
Agency concerning the possible existence of 
an activity relating to a violation of an 
order, regulation, or standard of the Agency 
or any other provision of Federal law relat-
ing to aviation safety; 

‘‘(ii) assess complaints and information 
submitted under clause (i) and determine 
whether a substantial likelihood exists that 
a violation of an order, regulation, or stand-
ard of the Agency or any other provision of 
Federal law relating to aviation safety may 
have occurred; and 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 03:44 May 22, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00068 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A21MY7.038 H21MYPT1w
w

oo
ds

2 
on

 P
R

O
D

P
C

68
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H5963 May 21, 2009 
‘‘(iii) based on findings of the assessment 

conducted under clause (ii), make rec-
ommendations to the Secretary and Admin-
istrator in writing for— 

‘‘(I) further investigation by the Office, the 
Inspector General of the Department of 
Transportation, or other appropriate inves-
tigative body; or 

‘‘(II) corrective actions. 
‘‘(B) DISCLOSURE OF IDENTITIES.—The Di-

rector shall not disclose the identity or iden-
tifying information of an individual who sub-
mits a complaint or information under sub-
paragraph (A)(i) unless— 

‘‘(i) the individual consents to the disclo-
sure in writing; or 

‘‘(ii) the Director determines, in the course 
of an investigation, that the disclosure is un-
avoidable, in which case the Director shall 
provide the individual with reasonable ad-
vance notice. 

‘‘(C) INDEPENDENCE OF DIRECTOR.—The Sec-
retary, the Administrator, or any officer or 
employee of the Agency may not prevent or 
prohibit the Director from initiating, car-
rying out, or completing any assessment of a 
complaint or information submitted under 
subparagraph (A)(i) or from reporting to 
Congress on any such assessment. 

‘‘(D) ACCESS TO INFORMATION.—In con-
ducting an assessment of a complaint or in-
formation submitted under subparagraph 
(A)(i), the Director shall have access to, and 
can order the retention of, all records, re-
ports, audits, reviews, documents, papers, 
recommendations, and other material nec-
essary to determine whether a substantial 
likelihood exists that a violation of an order, 
regulation, or standard of the Agency or any 
other provision of Federal law relating to 
aviation safety may have occurred. The Di-
rector may order sworn testimony from ap-
propriate witnesses during the course of an 
investigation. 

‘‘(E) PROCEDURE.—The Office shall estab-
lish procedures equivalent to sections 1213(d) 
and 1213(e) of title 5 for investigation, report, 
employee comment, and evaluation by the 
Secretary for any investigation conducted 
pursuant to paragraph (3)(A). 

‘‘(4) RESPONSES TO RECOMMENDATIONS.—The 
Administrator shall— 

‘‘(A) respond within 60 days to a rec-
ommendation made by the Director under 
paragraph (3)(A)(iii) in writing and retain 
records related to any further investigations 
or corrective actions taken in response to 
the recommendation, in accordance with es-
tablished record retention requirements; and 

‘‘(B) ensure that the findings of all refer-
rals for further investigation or corrective 
actions taken are reported to the Director. 

‘‘(5) INCIDENT REPORTS.—If the Director de-
termines there is a substantial likelihood 
that a violation of an order, regulation, or 
standard of the Agency or any other provi-
sion of Federal law relating to aviation safe-
ty may have occurred that requires imme-
diate corrective action, the Director shall re-
port the potential violation expeditiously to 
the Secretary, the Administrator, and the 
Inspector General of the Department of 
Transportation. 

‘‘(6) REPORTING OF CRIMINAL VIOLATIONS TO 
INSPECTOR GENERAL.—If the Director has rea-
sonable grounds to believe that there has 
been a violation of Federal criminal law, the 
Director shall report the violation expedi-
tiously to the Inspector General. 

‘‘(7) RETALIATION AGAINST AGENCY EMPLOY-
EES.—Any retaliatory action taken or 
threatened against an employee of the Agen-
cy for good faith participation in activities 
under this subsection is prohibited. The Di-
rector shall make all policy recommenda-
tions and specific requests to the Secretary 
for relief necessary to protect employees of 
the Agency who initiate or participate in in-

vestigations under this subsection. The Sec-
retary shall respond in a timely manner and 
shall share the responses with the appro-
priate committees of Congress. 

‘‘(8) DISCIPLINARY ACTIONS.—The Secretary 
shall exercise the Secretary’s authority 
under section 2302 of title 5 for the preven-
tion of prohibited personnel actions in any 
case in which the prohibited personnel ac-
tion is taken against an employee of the 
Agency who, in good faith, has reported the 
possible existence of an activity relating to 
a violation of an order, regulation, or stand-
ard of the Agency or any other provision of 
Federal law relating to aviation safety. In 
exercising such authority, the Secretary 
may subject an employee of the Agency who 
has taken or failed to take, or threatened to 
take or fail to take, a personnel action in 
violation of such section to a disciplinary ac-
tion up to and including termination. 

‘‘(9) ANNUAL REPORTS TO CONGRESS.—Not 
later than October 1 of each year, the Direc-
tor shall submit to Congress a public report 
containing— 

‘‘(A) information on the number of submis-
sions of complaints and information received 
by the Director under paragraph (3)(A)(i) in 
the preceding 12-month period; 

‘‘(B) summaries of those submissions; 
‘‘(C) summaries of further investigations, 

corrective actions recommended, and refer-
rals in response to the submissions; and 

‘‘(D) summaries of the responses of the Ad-
ministrator to such recommendations; and 

‘‘(E) an evaluation of personnel and re-
sources necessary to effectively support the 
mandate of the Office.’’. 

Page 130, line 17, after ‘‘Agency’’ insert ‘‘, 
including at least one employee selected by 
the exclusive bargaining representative for 
aviation safety inspectors,’’. 

Page 132, line 21, strike ‘‘GAO’’ and insert 
‘‘INSPECTOR GENERAL’’. 

Page 132, line 22, strike ‘‘Comptroller Gen-
eral’’ and insert ‘‘Inspector General of the 
Department of Transportation’’. 

Page 133, line 2, strike ‘‘Comptroller Gen-
eral’’ and insert ‘‘Inspector General’’. 

Page 134, lines 6 and 7, strike ‘‘Comptroller 
General’’ and insert ‘‘Inspector General’’. 

Page 134, after line 13, insert the following 
(with the correct sequential provision des-
ignations [replacing the numbers currently 
shown for such designations]) and conform 
the table of contents accordingly: 
SEC. 401. SMOKING PROHIBITION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 41706 is amend-
ed— 

(1) in the section heading by striking 
‘‘SCHEDULED’’ and inserting ‘‘PAS-
SENGER’’; and 

(2) by striking subsections (a) and (b) and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(a) SMOKING PROHIBITION IN INTRASTATE 
AND INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION BY AIR-
CRAFT.—An individual may not smoke in an 
aircraft — 

‘‘(1) in scheduled passenger interstate air 
transportation or scheduled passenger intra-
state air transportation; and 

‘‘(2) in nonscheduled intrastate or inter-
state transportation of passengers by air-
craft for compensation, if a flight attendant 
is a required crewmember on the aircraft (as 
determined by the Administrator of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration). 

‘‘(b) SMOKING PROHIBITION IN FOREIGN AIR 
TRANSPORTATION.—The Secretary of Trans-
portation shall require all air carriers and 
foreign air carriers to prohibit smoking in an 
aircraft— 

‘‘(1) in scheduled passenger foreign air 
transportation; and 

‘‘(2) in nonscheduled passenger foreign air 
transportation, if a flight attendant is a re-
quired crewmember on the aircraft (as deter-

mined by the Administrator or a foreign gov-
ernment).’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for chapter 417 is amended by striking the 
item relating to section 41706 and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘41706. Prohibitions against smoking on 
flights.’’. 

Page 147, line 3, strike ‘‘Secretary’’ and in-
sert ‘‘Secretary of Transportation’’. 

Page 148, lines 19 and 20, strike ‘‘April 1, 
2009’’ and insert ‘‘October 1, 2009’’. 

Page 150, strike lines 1 through 10 and in-
sert the following: 

(1) Section 47124(b)(3)(E) is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(E) FUNDING.—Of the amounts appro-
priated pursuant to section 106(k), not more 
than $9,500,000 for fiscal year 2010, $10,000,000 
for fiscal year 2011, and $10,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2012 may be used to carry out this para-
graph.’’. 

Page 174, after line 4, insert the following 
(with the correct sequential provision des-
ignations [replacing the numbers currently 
shown for such designations]) and conform 
the table of contents accordingly: 
SEC. 426. MUSICAL INSTRUMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 
417 (as amended by this Act) is further 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘§ 41725. Musical instruments 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.— 
‘‘(1) INSTRUMENTS IN THE PASSENGER COM-

PARTMENT.—An air carrier providing air 
transportation shall permit a passenger to 
carry a musical instrument in the aircraft 
passenger compartment in a closet, baggage, 
or cargo stowage compartment approved by 
the Administrator without charge if— 

‘‘(A) the instrument can be stowed in ac-
cordance with the requirements for carriage 
of carry-on baggage or cargo set forth by the 
Administrator of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration; and 

‘‘(B) there is space for such stowage on the 
aircraft. 

‘‘(2) LARGE INSTRUMENTS IN THE PASSENGER 
COMPARTMENT.—An air carrier providing air 
transportation shall permit a passenger to 
carry a musical instrument in the aircraft 
passenger compartment that is too large to 
be secured in a closet, baggage, or cargo 
stowage compartment approved by the Ad-
ministrator, if— 

‘‘(A) the instrument can be stowed in a 
seat, in accordance with the requirements 
for carriage of carry-on baggage or cargo set 
forth by the Administrator for such stowage; 
and 

‘‘(B) the passenger wishing to carry the in-
strument in the aircraft cabin has purchased 
a seat to accommodate the instrument. 

‘‘(3) INSTRUMENTS AS CHECKED BAGGAGE.— 
An air carrier shall transport as baggage a 
musical instrument that is the property of a 
passenger on a flight and that may not be 
carried in the aircraft passenger compart-
ment if— 

‘‘(A) the sum of the length, width, and 
height measured in inches of the outside lin-
ear dimensions of the instrument (including 
the case) does not exceed 150 inches and the 
size restrictions for that aircraft; 

‘‘(B) the weight of the instrument does not 
exceed 165 pounds and the weight restric-
tions for that aircraft; and 

‘‘(C) the instrument can be stowed in ac-
cordance with the requirements for carriage 
of baggage or cargo set forth by the Adminis-
trator for such stowage. 

‘‘(4) AIR CARRIER TERMS.—Nothing in this 
section shall be construed as prohibiting an 
air carrier from limiting its liability for car-
rying a musical instrument or requiring a 
passenger to purchase insurance to cover the 
value of a musical instrument transported 
by the air carrier. 
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‘‘(b) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary may 

prescribe such regulations as may be nec-
essary or appropriate to implement sub-
section (a).’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for such subchapter is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘41725. Musical instruments.’’. 
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall take effect 30 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act. 

Page 183, after line 21, insert the following 
(with the correct sequential provision des-
ignations [replacing the numbers currently 
shown for such designations]) and conform 
the table of contents accordingly: 
SEC. 505. SOUNDPROOFING OF RESIDENCES. 

(a) SOUNDPROOFING AND ACQUISITION OF 
CERTAIN RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS AND PROP-
ERTIES.—Section 47504(c)(2)(D) is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(D) to an airport operator and unit of 
local government referred to in paragraph 
(1)(A) or (1)(B) to soundproof— 

‘‘(i) a building in the noise impact area 
surrounding the airport that is used pri-
marily for educational or medical purposes 
and that the Secretary decides is adversely 
affected by airport noise; and 

‘‘(ii) residential buildings located on resi-
dential properties in the noise impact area 
surrounding the airport that the Secretary 
decides is adversely affected by airport 
noise, if— 

‘‘(I) the residential properties are within 
airport noise contours prepared by the air-
port owner or operator using the Secretary’s 
methodology and guidance, and the noise 
contours have been found acceptable by the 
Secretary; 

‘‘(II) the residential properties cannot be 
removed from airport noise contours for at 
least a 5-year period by changes in airport 
configuration or flight procedures; 

‘‘(III) the land use jurisdiction has taken, 
or will take, appropriate action, including 
the adoption of zoning laws, to the extent 
reasonable to restrict the use of land to uses 
that are compatible with normal airport op-
erations; and 

‘‘(IV) the Secretary determines that the 
project is compatible with the purposes of 
this chapter; and’’ 

(b) REQUIREMENTS APPLICABLE TO CERTAIN 
GRANTS.—Section 44705 (as amended by this 
Act) is further amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(f) REQUIREMENTS APPLICABLE TO CERTAIN 
GRANTS.— 

‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT OF CRITERIA.—Before 
awarding a grant under subsection (c)(2)(D), 
the Secretary shall establish criteria to de-
termine which residences in the 65 DNL area 
suffer the greatest noise impact. 

‘‘(2) ANALYSIS FROM COMPTROLLER GEN-
ERAL.—Prior to making a final decision on 
the criteria required by paragraph (1), the 
Secretary shall develop proposed criteria and 
obtain an analysis from the Comptroller 
General as to the reasonableness and valid-
ity of the criteria. 

‘‘(3) PRIORITY.—If the Secretary determines 
that the grants likely to be awarded under 
subsection (c)(2)(D) in fiscal years 2010 
though 2012 will not be sufficient to sound-
proof all residences in the 65 DNL area, the 
Secretary shall first award grants to sound-
proof those residences suffering the greatest 
noise impact under the criteria established 
under paragraph (1).’’. 

Page 186, strike line 6. 
Page 186, line 7, strike ‘‘(2)’’ and insert 

‘‘(1)’’. 
Page 186, line 8, strike ‘‘(3)’’ and insert 

‘‘(2)’’. 
Page 186, line 9, strike ‘‘(4)’’ and insert 

‘‘(3)’’. 

Page 196, strike line 23 and all that follows 
through line 6 on page 197 and insert the fol-
lowing (with the correct sequential provision 
designations [replacing the numbers cur-
rently shown for such designations]) and 
conform the table of contents accordingly: 
SEC. 511. CABIN AIR QUALITY TECHNOLOGY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration shall initiate research and de-
velopment work on effective air cleaning and 
sensor technology for the engine and auxil-
iary power unit for bleed air supplied to the 
passenger cabin and flight deck of a pressur-
ized aircraft. 

(b) TECHNOLOGY REQUIREMENTS.—The tech-
nology should, at a minimum, be capable 
of— 

(1) removing oil-based contaminants from 
the bleed air supplied to the passenger cabin 
and flight deck; and 

(2) detecting and recording oil-based con-
taminants in the bleed air fraction of the 
total air supplied to the passenger cabin and 
flight deck. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 3 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall transmit to Congress a re-
port on the results of the research and devel-
opment work carried out under this section. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as may be necessary to carry out this 
section. 

Page 197, line 9, strike ‘‘proposed’’. 
Page 198, after line 25, insert the following 

(with the correct sequential provision des-
ignations [replacing the numbers currently 
shown for such designations]) and conform 
the table of contents accordingly: 
SEC. 515. AVIATION NOISE COMPLAINTS. 

(a) TELEPHONE NUMBER POSTING.—Not later 
than 3 months after the date of enactment of 
this Act, each owner or operator of a large 
hub airport (as defined in section 40102(a) of 
title 49, United States Code) shall publish on 
an Internet Web site of the airport a tele-
phone number to receive aviation noise com-
plaints related to the airport. 

(b) SUMMARIES AND REPORTS.—Not later 
than one year after the last day of the 3- 
month period referred to in subsection (a), 
and annually thereafter, an owner or oper-
ator that receives one or more noise com-
plaints under subsection (a) shall submit to 
the Administrator of the Federal Aviation 
Administration a report regarding the num-
ber of complaints received and a summary 
regarding the nature of such complaints. The 
Administrator shall make such information 
available to the public by print and elec-
tronic means. 

Page 206, after line 6, insert the following 
(with the correct sequential provision des-
ignations [replacing the numbers currently 
shown for such designations]) and conform 
the table of contents accordingly: 
SEC. 602. MERIT SYSTEM PRINCIPLES AND PRO-

HIBITED PERSONNEL PRACTICES. 
Section 40122(g)(2)(A) is amended to read as 

follows: 
‘‘(A) sections 2301 and 2302, relating to 

merit system principles and prohibited per-
sonnel practices, including the provisions for 
investigation and enforcement as provided in 
chapter 12 of title 5;’’. 

Page 207, strike line 21 and all that follows 
through line 3 on page 208 (with the correct 
sequential provision designations [replacing 
the numbers currently shown for such des-
ignations]) and conform the table of contents 
accordingly. 

Page 223, line 24, strike ‘‘March 31’’ and in-
sert ‘‘September 30’’. 

Page 224, line 1, strike ‘‘May 31’’ and insert 
‘‘December 31’’. 

Page 225, line 16, strike ‘‘May 31’’ and in-
sert ‘‘December 31’’. 

Page 236, strike lines 19 and 20 and insert 
the following: 

(h) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the fol-
lowing definitions apply: 

(1) FAA.—The term ‘‘FAA’’ means the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration. 

(2) REALIGNMENT; CONSOLIDATION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The terms ‘‘realignment’’ 

and ‘‘consolidation’’ include any action 
that— 

(i) relocates functions, services, or per-
sonnel positions; 

(ii) severs existing facility functions or 
services; or 

(iii) any combination thereof. 
(B) EXCLUSION.—The term does not include 

a reduction in personnel resulting from 
workload adjustments. 

Page 243, lines 15 and 16, strike ‘‘flight 
crew members’’ and insert ‘‘pilots and flight 
attendants’’. 

Page 243, line 22, strike ‘‘2009’’ and insert 
‘‘2010’’. 

Page 254, line 1, strike ‘‘temperature’’ and in-
sert ‘‘temperature and humidity’’ (and conform 
the table of contents accordingly). 

Page 254, line 8, insert ‘‘and humidity’’ be-
fore ‘‘onboard’’. 

Page 254, lines 13 and 14, strike ‘‘tempera-
tures’’ and insert ‘‘temperature and humid-
ity’’. 

Page 254, line 19, strike ‘‘temperature’’ and 
insert ‘‘temperature and humidity’’. 

Page 254, line 20, strike ‘‘temperature’’ and 
insert ‘‘temperature and humidity’’. 

Page 254, line 23, strike ‘‘temperature’’ and 
insert ‘‘temperature and humidity’’. 

Page 259, after line 22, insert the following 
(with the correct sequential provision des-
ignations [replacing the numbers currently 
shown for such designations]) and conform 
the table of contents accordingly: 
SEC. 826. ST. GEORGE, UTAH. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 
16 of the Federal Airport Act (as in effect on 
August 28, 1973) or sections 47125 and 47153 of 
title 49, United States Code, the Secretary of 
Transportation is authorized, subject to sub-
section (b), to grant releases from any of the 
terms, conditions, reservations, and restric-
tions contained in the deed of conveyance 
dated August 28, 1973, under which the 
United States conveyed certain property to 
the city of St. George, Utah, for airport pur-
poses. 

(b) CONDITION.—Any release granted by the 
Secretary under the subsection (a) shall be 
subject to the following conditions: 

(1) The city of St. George shall agree that 
in conveying any interest in the property 
that the United States conveyed to the city 
by deed dated August 28, 1973, the city will 
receive an amount for such interest that is 
equal to the fair market value. 

(2) Any such amount so received by the 
city of St. George shall be used by the city 
for the development, improvement, oper-
ation, or maintenance of a replacement pub-
lic airport. 
SEC. 827. REPLACEMENT OF TERMINAL RADAR 

APPROACH CONTROL AT PALM 
BEACH INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT. 

The Administrator of the Federal Aviation 
Administration shall take such actions as 
may be necessary to ensure that any air traf-
fic control tower or facility placed into oper-
ation at Palm Beach International Airport 
after September 30, 2009, to replace an air 
traffic control tower or facility placed into 
operation before September 30, 2009, includes 
an operating terminal radar approach con-
trol. 
SEC. 828. SANTA MONICA AIRPORT, CALIFORNIA. 

It is the sense of Congress that the Admin-
istrator of the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion should enter into good faith discussions 
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with the city of Santa Monica, California, to 
achieve runway safety area solutions con-
sistent with Federal Aviation Administra-
tion design guidelines to address safety con-
cerns at Santa Monica Airport. 

Page 261, line 24, strike ‘‘2009’’ and insert 
‘‘2010’’. 

Page 266, line 19, strike ‘‘2009’’ and insert 
‘‘2010’’. 

Page 267, line 18, strike ‘‘2009’’ and insert 
‘‘2010’’. 

Page 270, line 14, strike ‘‘2009’’ and insert 
‘‘2010’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 464, the gentleman 
from Minnesota (Mr. OBERSTAR) and a 
Member opposed each will control 10 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Because the fiscal year 2009 Omnibus 
Appropriations Act was already en-
acted in March, P.L. 111–8, this amend-
ment strikes the 2009 funding author-
ization in the base bill. Therefore, with 
adoption of the manager’s amendment, 
total funding provided for Federal 
Aviation Administration programs in 
H.R. 915 is approximately $53.5 billion, 
including $12.3 billion for the airport 
improvement program, $10.1 billion for 
facilities and equipment, $794 million 
for research and development, and $30.3 
billion for operations. 

The manager’s amendment also ad-
dresses safety, the Airport Disadvan-
taged Business Enterprise System, and 
noise. 

On the safety provision, it includes a 
requirement that FAA initiate a rule-
making to improve the safety of flight 
crew members, of medical personnel, 
passengers, and helicopters providing 
air ambulance services. The FAA must 
issue a final rule on these issues within 
16 months after date of enactment of 
the act. 

The manager’s amendment requires 
the Comptroller General to study heli-
copter and fixed-wing air ambulance 
service, including the state of the in-
dustry to request and dispatch prac-
tices and economic and medical issues 
and report back to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure 
within 1 year. 

DOT is required to review the study, 
to issue a report to the committee indi-
cating policy changes it intends to 
make as a result of the study. It 
strengthens the aviation safety whis-
tleblower protection office. 

The manager’s amendment includes 
very specific language with reference 
to the foreign repair station issue cit-
ing the agreement, the bilateral avia-
tion agreement, which I’ve already 
cited. I don’t need to cite it again. The 
amendment makes clear that the lan-
guage in this bill is in keeping not only 
with the language of, but the spirit of, 
the U.S./EU aviation agreement. 

The amendment applies the Dis-
advantaged Business Enterprise pro-
gram and the Airport Concessions Dis-
advantaged Business Enterprise pro-
gram to airports collecting passenger 

facility revenue. It provides more pro-
tection from noise for airport neigh-
bors. Under existing law, the FAA is 
not permitted to fund soundproofing of 
residences to reduce airport noise un-
less the airport undertakes an exten-
sive analysis, a Part 150 Study. The 
amendment allows grants for sound-
proofing without a Part 150 Study if 
the airport takes certain actions, such 
as preparing noise contours and imple-
menting land-use zoning restrictions. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. PETRI. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 

opposition to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Wisconsin is recognized for 10 
minutes. 

Mr. PETRI. Thank you. 
While there are clearly many useful 

provisions in the manager’s amend-
ment which we do support, there are, 
unfortunately, several which we do 
not. And the most important, or one of 
the important areas has been men-
tioned on a number of occasions al-
ready on this floor as we’ve gone for-
ward, and that’s the foreign repair sta-
tion inspection language. 

The manager’s amendment continues 
to require twice annual inspections of 
repair stations in Europe. What does 
this mean? It means that the European 
Union will and does oppose this provi-
sion and has suggested that the provi-
sion will nullify the need for the bilat-
eral aviation safety agreement. It cer-
tainly violates the spirit of the United 
States-European Union Bilateral Avia-
tion Safety Agreement. 

Under that agreement in section 15, 
countries are always allowed to inspect 
the other country’s territory based on 
safety concerns. So there is flexibility 
and this is within the letter of the law 
of the treaty, as the chairman has 
pointed out. But it’s certainly not 
within the spirit of the treaty. Our 
government is never going to concede 
jurisdiction over safety of American 
equipment and people and planes. And 
if there is a legitimate reason to in-
spect, we reserve the right to do it 
under that treaty. But not just auto-
matic inspections whether there is any 
reason or not, which is what the 
amendment provides for. 

This section 15 provides for inspec-
tion, but it does not envisage twice-an-
nual inspections absent a legitimate 
risk-based safety concern. And that’s 
the logic of the language of the treaty. 
If we don’t abide by the spirit of the 
treaty, the EU has—and I believe will— 
walk away from the bilateral agree-
ment and we will have to renegotiate 
another agreement which may end up 
giving us less, rather than more, flexi-
bility to inspect when we determine 
based on information or concerns that 
have come forward that a particular in-
spection of a particular facility is war-
ranted, which we have the right to do 
at any time under this treaty. 

The Europeans do not have the per-
sonnel to conduct—well, I don’t think 
our government has the personnel cur-

rently to inspect all of the stations 
that would be required to be inspected. 
And so we would revoke the certifi-
cates for repair stations that are not 
inspected and the Europeans would not 
be able to do that in our country. The 
result would be that a lot of work—all 
around, both parties to the agree-
ment—would be moved around, at 
least; and the net loss, so far as be-
tween the United States and Europe is 
concerned would, it’s my under-
standing, fall on American stations be-
cause currently a lot of European 
equipment is in fact maintained here 
in the United States. That’s where the 
threat to the jobs comes from. 

b 1515 
The provisions in the amendment 

having to do with inspection of sta-
tions is opposed by the airline indus-
try; the aviation associations that 
have looked at it; the United States 
Chamber of Commerce; airline manu-
facturers; as I mentioned, the Euro-
pean Union; and some 50 of our col-
leagues, who signed a letter in opposi-
tion, I think probably inspired by con-
cern about the jobs in their district at 
repair stations and dislocation of work 
at these stations, particularly the 
smaller ones, that was circulated by 
our colleague Mr. BARROW. 

There are a number of other concerns 
about the amendment, particularly 
some concerns about the clarity of the 
whistleblower amendments and how 
those would actually be put into effect. 
Also, a concern about realignment and 
consolidation language which ties the 
FAA’s hands. 

The major concern we have, as I said, 
is especially in these tense times, 
where a small match could ignite a big 
fire in terms of trade relations. We are 
really playing with fire in the language 
that’s contained in the manager’s 
amendment having to do with inspec-
tion on a mandatory basis twice a year 
of all of these repair stations. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield such time as 

he may consume to the distinguished 
Chair of the Aviation Subcommittee, 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
COSTELLO). 

Mr. COSTELLO. Thank you, Chair-
man OBERSTAR. I rise in support of the 
manager’s amendment. Let me address 
a couple of issues that my friend, Mr. 
PETRI, and Mr. MICA spoke about as far 
as the agreement that we have and the 
foreign repair stations—the mandate 
that we inspect those repair stations at 
least twice a year. 

Number one, the FAA not only has a 
right, but they have a responsibility to 
the flying public in the United States 
not only to inspect those repair sta-
tions when there is a problem or a com-
plaint or an issue that is brought up, 
but they have a responsibility to in-
spect those repair stations and make 
sure that all of the repair stations both 
here in the United States and abroad 
are meeting the FAA regulations. 

I wonder if the groups and organiza-
tions who wrote letters in opposition 
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to this read the Department of Trans-
portation Inspector General’s report 
where, and I quote, ‘‘The DOT inspec-
tor general stated that foreign inspec-
tors oftentimes do not provide the FAA 
with sufficient information to deter-
mine the items inspected, problems 
discovered, and corrective actions 
taken.’’ 

The report goes on to say, ‘‘In the 
files that the Department of Transpor-
tation inspector general reviewed, the 
inspection documents provided to the 
FAA were incomplete or incomprehen-
sible 88 percent of the time, hampering 
the FAA’s ability to verify the inspec-
tions conducted on its behalf adhered 
to FAA safety standards.’’ 

So let me just say that for those who 
are concerned about this requirement 
of having two physical inspections of 
foreign repair stations, this is the same 
language that was in the bill that was 
passed by this House by a vote of 267 
Members in favor of the legislation. It 
is the exact same language—to have 
two inspections per year of foreign re-
pair stations. 

The final point that I would make is 
we, again, in this legislation provide 
additional funding to the FAA to hire 
additional inspectors to carry out 
these inspections. 

Mr. PETRI. I would like to speak for 
a brief moment on a comment my col-
league just made, and that is there is a 
bit of an impression being left that if 
we don’t have these two inspections a 
year of these foreign European repair 
stations, they won’t be inspected. 

They are inspected. In fact, in a num-
ber of jurisdictions, the standards that 
are imposed on these facilities by the 
European Union and the governments 
and jurisdictions in which they exist 
are stricter than our own standards 
are. 

So we do reserve the right now to in-
spect those stations if there is a prob-
lem. But to go ahead and require two 
inspections a year of stations that are 
already inspected by standards that we 
have concluded after experts have 
looked at it are perfectly adequate is 
really setting up a dynamic which will 
end up being disruptive to the industry 
and to good cooperative relations with 
our European allies. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. I reserve the right 

to close. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Wisconsin has the right to close. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. It’s my amendment. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Wisconsin has the right to close. 
PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Parliamentary in-
quiry. Is the right to close reserved to 
the opposition to the amendment? 

The Acting CHAIR. A manager in op-
position to the amendment has the 
right to close. Mr. PETRI is a manager 
in opposition. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield 1 minute to 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
COSTELLO). 

Mr. COSTELLO. I thank Chairman 
OBERSTAR again. Mr. PETRI, I would 

just finally say again that we have the 
Department of Transportation inspec-
tor general report. We understand that 
there are a number of inspections that 
take place by other agencies outside of 
the FAA. 

But let me again read to you from 
the Department of Transportation in-
spector general. ‘‘In the files that the 
DOT IG reviewed, the inspection docu-
mentation provided to the FAA was in-
complete or incomprehensible 88 per-
cent of the time, hampering the FAA’s 
ability to verify that inspections con-
ducted on its behalf adhered to FAA 
safety standards.’’ 

What we are simply saying is that we 
want the FAA to go to foreign repair 
stations and physically inspect them 
twice a year. And we are saying to our 
friends in Europe if they want to in-
spect repair stations that they are 
using here in the United States twice a 
year, or more than twice a year, they 
are more than welcome to do that. 

We believe that we have the right— 
not only the right, but an obligation to 
the flying public to require these in-
spections. 

I would also finally note we’re talk-
ing about agreements that were nego-
tiated by the past administration with 
our friends in Europe, and the past ad-
ministration did not consult the Avia-
tion Subcommittee or the Transpor-
tation Committee or the Congress 
when they negotiated these agree-
ments. 

So we believe this is a reasonable 
thing to do. It was in the last bill that 
passed the Congress in September, 2007; 
267 Members voted in favor of that bill 
with this provision in it. And we be-
lieve that it is the right thing to do 
and a reasonable thing to do, and it’s 
an obligation we have to ensure the 
safety of the flying public. 

Mr. PETRI. I understand that since 
the gentleman from Minnesota is 
amending the bill and I’m a member of 
the committee, I have the right to 
close. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
does have the right to close. 

The gentleman from Minnesota has 
approximately 2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield 1 minute to 
the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. ALTMIRE). 

Mr. ALTMIRE. I rise to highlight my 
provision in the manager’s amendment 
of the FAA authorization which directs 
the GAO to conduct a nationwide study 
of helicopter medical services. 

On April 22, the Aviation Sub-
committee held a hearing on oversight 
of medical helicopters, which con-
firmed my concerns about this indus-
try. A recent and disturbing increase in 
safety-related incidents involving heli-
copter medical services impacts real 
patients who have been harmed or put 
at risk in areas where there is fierce 
and unregulated competition among 
medical helicopters. 

The language that I provided Chair-
man OBERSTAR provides for a study to 
illuminate the troubles in the heli-

copter medical services industry and 
prevent unnecessary deaths and inju-
ries among our country’s most vulner-
able medical patients. 

I look forward to working with the 
Department of Transportation fol-
lowing this study to fully implement 
these issues literally of life and death. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Chairman, I 
will close to say that although we have 
beaten this repair station horse to 
death with 30-second cameo com-
mentaries about threats of job losses, 
the point is safety. We must never ne-
gotiate away the right of the United 
States FAA, the gold standard for safe-
ty in the world, to assure that aircraft 
on which our fellow citizens travel are 
maintained properly and in accord with 
FAA standards and with certificated 
facilities and properly certificated 
maintenance personnel. And our right 
to inspect them should not be inhib-
ited. 

The previous administration should 
never have negotiated away any such 
right or presumed to limit our ability. 

We are acting in this language in this 
bill under the authority of the U.S.-EU 
Aviation Agreement. It specifically 
says so. And for us to come in and in-
spect only when there is a problem is 
the graveyard mentality that got the 
FAA out of problems and fatalities in 
the eighties. We’re not going to repeat 
that in the future. 

Mr. PETRI. The concern about this 
amendment is that we do have the abil-
ity to inspect if there’s a reason now to 
inspect. It’s very unlikely if this were 
to become law we would immediately 
have in place the inspectors necessary 
to inspect all of these European sta-
tions twice a year. As a result, the cer-
tification of many of them would be 
pulled. It would force retaliation by 
the Europeans on our own stations. 

If it was a sincere amendment, it 
would provide that it not go into effect 
until the government had an oppor-
tunity to inspect all of these stations 
twice. And it does not do that. We 
know how effective government is. It 
will take them years to man up and 
find all of these European stations. 
And so we oppose the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. OBER-
STAR). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. LEE OF NEW 

YORK 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 2 printed in 
part C of House Report 111–126. 

Mr. LEE of New York. I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 2 offered by Mr. LEE of 
New York: 

Page 259, after line 22, insert the following 
(with the correct sequential designations and 
conform the table of contents of the bill ac-
cordingly): 
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SEC. 826. PILOT TRAINING AND CERTIFICATION. 

(a) INITIATION OF STUDY.—Not later than 3 
months after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Comptroller General shall initiate a 
study on commercial airline pilot training 
and certification programs. The study shall 
include the data collected under subsection 
(b). 

(b) DATA COLLECTED.—In conducting the 
study, the Comptroller General shall collect 
data on— 

(1) commercial pilot training and certifi-
cation programs at United States air car-
riers, including regional and commuter air 
carriers; 

(2) the number of training hours required 
for pilots operating new aircraft types before 
assuming pilot in command duties; 

(3) how United States air carriers update 
and train pilots on new technologies in air-
craft types in which they hold certifications; 

(4) what remedial actions are taken in 
cases of repeated unsatisfactory check-rides 
by commercial airline pilots; 

(5) what stall warning systems are included 
in flight simulator training compared to 
classroom instruction; and 

(6) the information required to be provided 
by pilots on their job applications and the 
ability of United States air carriers to verify 
the information provided. 

(c) CONTENTS OF STUDY.—The study shall 
include, at a minimum— 

(1) a review of Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration and international standards regard-
ing commercial airline pilot training and 
certification programs; 

(2) the results of interviews that the Comp-
troller General shall conduct with United 
States air carriers, pilot organizations, the 
National Transportation Safety Board, the 
Federal Aviation Administration, and such 
other parties as the Comptroller General de-
termines appropriate; and 

(3) such other matters as the Comptroller 
General determines are appropriate. 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than 12 months 
after the date of initiation of the study, the 
Comptroller General shall submit to the Ad-
ministrator, the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives, and the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate a report on the results of the 
study, together with the findings and rec-
ommendations of the Comptroller General 
regarding the study. 

b 1530 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 464, the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. LEE) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. LEE of New York. Thank you. 
I want to start by thanking my col-

leagues from western New York, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER and Mr. HIGGINS, for sign-
ing on to this amendment and the sup-
port they have given to the families of 
the victims of flight 3407. The need for 
this amendment arose due to the rev-
elations that came out of the NTSB 
hearings held last week and the causes 
of the crash. As I’m sure many Mem-
bers of this distinguished body know by 
now, the crew of flight 3407 was not 
adequately trained to execute maneu-
vers that may have prevented this 
tragedy. All 49 people onboard lost 
their lives in addition to one person on 
the ground. Here we had a case of a re-

gional carrier, Colgan Air, operating 
under the banner of a major commer-
cial airline. So the passengers were fly-
ing on a Colgan plane but were holding 
Continental Airline tickets. This is not 
unusual. In fact, regional carriers now 
make up almost half of the Nation’s 
daily flights. These revelations, com-
bined with the fact that all of the mul-
tiple fatality commercial plane crashes 
that have occurred in this country 
since 2002 have been on regional car-
riers, have left the families and the 
public with more questions than an-
swers. 

This amendment would instruct the 
GAO to conduct a thorough investiga-
tion of all commercial airline pilots’ 
training and certification programs, in-
cluding the standards the FAA uses for 
such programs, how quickly air car-
riers update and train pilots on new 
technologies, and what warning tech-
nologies are in place to signal impend-
ing danger. This top-to-bottom review 
will provide the American people with 
an independent look at the disparity in 
training between the regional carriers 
and major commercial airlines and, 
more importantly, what impact it has 
on passenger safety. 

I want to submit a message from 
Kevin Kuwik, whose girlfriend lost her 
life in the crash. Kevin has been speak-
ing on behalf of the families. 

‘‘In the past 3 months, our group of 
families has struggled to come to 
terms with the fact that this tragic ac-
cident was, seemingly, very prevent-
able. This action represents an impor-
tant step in ensuring that all pilots are 
trained at the highest level possible, 
especially in the critical areas of stall 
recovery and cold weather operations, 
to prevent other families from having 
to suffer through what we have.’’ 

I want to echo the forward-looking 
aspect of Kevin’s statement. This is 
not about assigning blame to any one 
individual or entity. While it is horri-
fying to think that this tragedy may 
have been avoided, this comprehensive 
review would expose information that 
would help the aviation industry re-
form its training practices to ensure 
passenger safety and confidence. 

I want to close by again thanking my 
colleagues from western New York, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER and Mr. HIGGINS, for agree-
ing that there is a need for this action 
and, more importantly, for the support 
they have given to our community in 
the months since the tragedy occurred. 
I urge the adoption of this amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. HIGGINS. I rise to claim the 

time in opposition, although I am not 
opposed to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from New York is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HIGGINS. I yield myself as much 

time as I may consume. 
Mr. Chairman, I am pleased to join 

my western New York colleagues, Con-
gressman CHRIS LEE and Congress-
woman LOUISE SLAUGHTER, in offering 

this amendment to require a Govern-
ment Accountability Office study of 
commercial airline pilot training and 
certification programs. 

On February 12, 2009, 50 lives were 
lost when Continental Connection 
flight 3407 crashed into a house in Clar-
ence, New York, 5 miles from the Buf-
falo Niagara International Airport. 
What was to be a joyous reuniting of 
family and friends became a time of 
unspeakable grief and sorrow. It is a 
tragedy our community continues to 
grapple with today. 

Last week, the National Transpor-
tation Safety Board held public hear-
ings on the crash. The investigation 
raised the issue that the crew’s level of 
hands-on training and experience with 
the plane’s safety system may have 
contributed to the crash. Given these 
findings, we must conduct a com-
prehensive review of the procedures 
governing the certification and train-
ing of pilots. This review will deter-
mine whether our pilots are receiving 
the training and experience they need 
to operate their aircraft under times of 
extreme difficulty and stress. We have 
an obligation to ensure that they are 
properly prepared to prevent, respond 
to and recover from the emergencies 
and circumstances they may encounter 
in flight. 

This amendment will provide Con-
gress with the information and anal-
ysis we need to determine whether 
pilot training and certification regula-
tions are sufficient, or whether and 
how they should be strengthened. The 
devastation felt in the aftermath of 
this tragedy can never be undone. But 
we owe it to the families of the victims 
and to all air passengers to learn from 
this experience and to gather informa-
tion that we can use to change the sys-
tem and improve flight safety. 

I thank Congressman CHRIS LEE for 
his leadership and for bringing this 
amendment to the floor. This is a good, 
commonsense amendment. I urge its 
adoption. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from New York (Mr. LEE) has 2 minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. LEE of New York. I would like to 
yield 1 minute to the distinguished 
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. PETRI). 

Mr. PETRI. I thank my colleague 
CHRIS LEE from New York for yielding 
and rise in support of his amendment. 
It’s an important step to prevent simi-
lar accidents in the future. It is some-
thing that we need to do, and I very 
much appreciate his offering the 
amendment at this time. 

Mr. BOCCIERI. Mr. Chair, the resolution 
seeks a GAO study on all commercial airline 
pilot training and certification programs in the 
wake of new revelations surrounding the 
events that led up to the Continental Connec-
tion Flight 13407 tragedy. 

FAA minimum pilot standards are long over-
due for an overhaul. 

It is my hope Congress will take a com-
prehensive look at these standards and make 
necessary changes. This study will help us de-
termine what shortcomings currently exist. 
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The Colgan Air crash in Buffalo underscored 

the danger of not having fully trained pilots in 
the cockpit. 

The flying public has a reasonable expecta-
tions that pilots will have all the critical training 
necessary to protect their lives in the air and 
make in-flight adjustments based on condi-
tions; while investigations are ongoing—it is 
becoming clear Colgan did not meet those ex-
pectations in the Buffalo crash. 

(1) Commercial pilot training and certifi-
cation programs at United States air carriers, 
including regional and commuter air carriers; 

(2) The number of training hours required 
for pilots operating new aircraft types before 
assuming pilot in command duties; 

(3) How United States air carriers update 
and train pilots on new technologies in aircraft 
types in which they hold certifications; 

(4) What remedial actions are taken in 
cases of repeated unsatisfactory check-rides 
by commercial airline pilots; 

(5) What stall warning systems are included 
in-flight simulator training compared to class-
room instruction; 

(6) The information required to be provided 
by pilots on their job applications and the abil-
ity of United States air carriers to verify the in-
formation provided. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. LEE of New York. I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. LEE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MS. RICHARDSON 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 3 printed in 
part C of House Report 111–126. 

Ms. RICHARDSON. I have an amend-
ment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 3 offered by Ms. RICHARD-
SON: 

Page 142, at the end of the matter fol-
lowing line 5, insert the following: 
42304. Notification of flight status by text 

message or email. 
Page 147, line 25, strike the closing 

quotation marks and the final period and in-
sert the following: 
‘‘§ 42304. Notification of flight status by text 

message or email 
‘‘Not later than 180 days after the date of 

enactment of this section, the Secretary of 
Transportation shall issue regulations to re-
quire that each air carrier that has at least 
1 percent of total domestic scheduled-service 
passenger revenue provide each passenger of 
the carrier— 

‘‘(1) an option to receive a text message or 
email or any other comparable electronic 
service, subject to any fees applicable under 
the contract of the passenger for the elec-
tronic service, from the air carrier a notifi-
cation of any change in the status of the 
flight of the passenger whenever the flight 
status is changed before the boarding process 
for the flight commences; and 

‘‘(2) the notification if the passenger re-
quests the notification.’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 464, the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. RICHARDSON) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California. 

Ms. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
have offered an amendment today 
which would give the FAA adminis-
trator 180 days to issue regulations to 
mandate giving consumers an option 
for text message and/or e-mail notifica-
tion from carriers in the event of a 
delay or canceled flight. The amend-
ment would, consistent with the exist-
ing regulations, apply to 18 major car-
riers who earn at least 1 percent of the 
domestic passenger service revenue and 
in that way those carriers could, in 
fact, provide a commonsense option for 
all passengers. 

The reason for the amendment is 
that a limited number of carriers offer 
this service, and those who do often 
only provide the service to those who 
are willing to participate in member-
ship clubs or incentives to join. With 
well-known horror stories of delayed 
and canceled flights, combined with 
the widespread capabilities for the use 
of cell phones and BlackBerrys nation-
wide, it’s time to provide a 21st cen-
tury solution to the American flying 
public. Americans and worldwide trav-
elers are calling for solutions that 
would enable critical information peo-
ple need to ensure proper planning in 
the case of a delay or cancellation. 

There is overwhelming evidence that delays 
and cancellations continue to be a common 
nuisance. 

About 24 percent of all flights, that is almost 
1 out of 4, were delayed or cancelled in 2008. 
In a 2006 example that garnered media atten-
tion, thunderstorms shut down American Air-
lines’ operations in Dallas-Fort Worth and pas-
sengers were stranded for nine hours or more. 

Major chokepoints for travelers have been 
large, hub airports. Even when Chicago, New 
York, Atlanta or San Francisco is not your final 
destination, thousands of passengers are rout-
ed through those hubs for a connection. 

Although, with a decline in air traffic due to 
our economic condition, progress is still slow 
in many of our major airports such as JFK or 
LaGuardia in New York, or Chicago’s O’Hare. 
Even worse, San Francisco International actu-
ally saw an increase in delay times by 6 per-
cent from 2007 to 2008. 

There are many reasons that a delay could 
occur and unfortunately most passengers are 
not aware, for example, of poor weather con-
ditions in other cities that indirectly affect their 
flight. In one example, a direct flight last year 
from Denver to Alabama was delayed 8 hours 
because the airline did not have a plane avail-
able. The plane was grounded in Aspen, Colo-
rado due to snow and could not make the trip 
to Denver. 

This is a common example of an airline hav-
ing prior notice of an upcoming delay. The air-
line could have sent each passenger who re-
quested it an email or text message, and 
those passengers could have more time to 
plan a different route or contact their family 
with the news. 

This past March, snow slammed the East 
Coast unexpectedly. In the New York region 
alone, the storm caused 350 cancelled flights 
at Newark Airport, 115 at JFK, and 450 at 
LaGuardia. 

One woman, Ms. Marreta Rashad, did not 
find out her flight home to Houston was can-

celled until she had already made the long 
trek to LaGuardia. ‘‘I’m not unhappy about the 
snow,’’ she said. ‘‘I’m unhappy about the fact 
they don’t notify you.’’ 

Customer service matters. Why? It is in the 
economic interests of this nation for the con-
tinuation of a stable aviation industry while 
protecting their customers and providing them 
with the tools to make informed traveling deci-
sions. The summer travel season is coming 
and it is important for every American busi-
ness, large and small, that folks travel around 
the country to keep our tourism sector strong. 

It is important to note that this amendment 
does not call for the aviation carriers to pro-
vide the service at no cost; similar to if some-
one makes a 4–1–1 information call on their 
cell phone, passengers will pay whatever their 
telecommunications or electronic plan re-
quires. But, passengers should have the piece 
of mind to know that if they choose, they will 
be armed with the latest information. 

I want to thank Chairman OBERSTAR and 
Chairman COSTELLO for their feedback on this 
amendment. I urge all my colleagues to sup-
port this commonsense amendment. 

Mr. COSTELLO. Will the gentle-
woman yield? 

Ms. RICHARDSON. I yield to the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. COSTELLO. Let me say that you 
have made a very strong case, and we 
accept your amendment. 

Ms. RICHARDSON. I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Chairman, I rise with 
concerns about the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Wisconsin is recognized for 5 min-
utes in opposition. 

Mr. PETRI. I think we can all agree 
that notifying passengers of their 
flight’s status is quite important. But I 
would like to express a number of con-
cerns about the amendment. It’s an im-
portant area, and we would like to 
work on it, but we want it to be an ef-
fective amendment that would not 
have unintended consequences. So it is 
in that spirit that I express concerns 
about the amendment. 

We worry that the amendment will 
have negative, as I said, unintended 
consequences on some air carriers. Al-
though it only applies to carriers that 
earn at least 1 percent of domestic pas-
senger service revenue, this amend-
ment will still affect many regional 
carriers that do not have the capability 
of carrying out the mandates of the 
amendment. The vast majority of re-
gional carriers do not issue tickets. 
This is done by their mainline air part-
ner. Thus, these regional carriers do 
not even have their passengers’ contact 
information, making the requirement 
impossible to adhere to by them. They 
would have to be relying on their main-
line partner. 

The Regional Airline Association be-
lieves that this amendment, as cur-
rently written, would require a funda-
mental restructuring of the contracts 
and partnership language between the 
regionals and the mainline carriers 
that could affect the relationships in a 
number of ways. 

I hope that my colleagues will join 
me in working as we go forward to re-
fine this amendment so that it 
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achieves its intended notification to 
passengers without economically dam-
aging consequences on the balance of 
power between the small regionals and 
the mainline partners that they have. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. PETRI. I yield to the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Could the gen-
tleman explain whether his position is 
just raising questions or is he in oppo-
sition to the amendment? 

Mr. PETRI. We’re just raising ques-
tions. We agree the amendment is an 
important one, and it addresses a real 
need. We just want it not to have the 
unintended consequence of benefiting 
the mainline ticket processing oper-
ations at the expense of the small re-
gional carriers which, if it was a man-
date, it might have the effect of doing. 
It is not the intention of it, but it 
would be an unintended consequence 
because these people would need to get 
the information to comply from some-
one else, and that person, foreseeably, 
could affect the contract relationship. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. If the gentleman 
would further yield, it’s a legitimate 
concern, and we will address that con-
cern—I assure the gentleman—as we 
move forward to hopefully conference 
with the Senate. I would like the dis-
tinguished ranking member to give us 
some further elaboration of these 
issues. We will address those. 

Mr. PETRI. With the assurance of 
the chairman, at this time we would be 
happy to see the amendment move for-
ward, knowing that it will be refined as 
we go forward. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. RICHARDSON. I yield back the 

balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. RICH-
ARDSON). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. BURGESS 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 4 printed in 
part C of House Report 111–126. 

Mr. BURGESS. I have an amendment 
at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 4 offered by Mr. BURGESS: 
Page 259, after line 22, insert the following 

(with the correct sequential designations and 
conform the table of contents of the bill ac-
cordingly): 
SEC. 826. WHISTLEBLOWERS AT FAA. 

It is the sense of Congress that whistle-
blowers at the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion be granted the full protection of the 
law. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 464, the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. BURGESS) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. BURGESS. Thank you. 

Today Congress will vote on H.R. 915, 
which will reauthorize the funding and 
Safety Oversight Program of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration for 4 
years. This will cost the American tax-
payers $70 billion. Yet again, another 
omnibus bill for yet another historic 
amount of money, and this time spent 
for the FAA. Where will this money 
come from? The money will not come 
from large commercial airlines. These 
fees will not be generated alone by 
labor and the efforts of big businesses. 
These fees will come from the average 
American already struggling to make 
ends meet. For instance, this bill will 
increase the Passenger Facility Charge 
on airline flights from $4.50 to $7. So 
every American flying will now have to 
pay $2.50 more for each trip. In these 
tough and trying economic times, 
every dollar counts. So how can we jus-
tify making our constituents and air-
line consumers pay more money to fly 
and visit their relatives? 

This bill will also create new fees for 
registering an aircraft. A new fee for 
the issuance of aircraft certificates, a 
new fee for the issuance of special reg-
istrations, a new fee for recording secu-
rity interests, and a new fee for legal 
opinions for aircraft registration or 
recordation. There is even a new fee for 
replacing or issuing airman certifi-
cates. It begs the question, what won’t 
we be imposing a new fee upon? 

At least with this bill, a vote for it 
will affect everyone. Everyday trav-
elers, tourists, small businesses and 
large businesses alike will have their 
pocketbooks affected. I refer specifi-
cally to the language in this bill re-
garding the antitrust immunity sunset, 
which would terminate airline code- 
sharing alliance agreements between 
airlines and the United States Govern-
ment. Most major U.S. airlines are 
members of one of three partnerships. 
They entered into these alliance agree-
ments in the late eighties and the early 
nineties under both Republican and 
Democratic Presidential leadership, 
with full review of the U.S. Depart-
ment of Transportation as well as the 
Antitrust Division of the U.S. Depart-
ment of Justice. 

Now it has been estimated that these 
airlines will lose almost $5 billion in 
2009 alone due to the precipitous drop 
in passengers. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BURGESS. No. Let me continue 
because my time is short. 

We are punishing the American con-
sumer by increasing the Passenger Fa-
cility Charge, and now we’re punishing 
the American consumer by inconven-
iencing their ability to book travel. I 
can only begin to imagine the increase 
in costs when we eradicate these alli-
ances. However, there is one issue in 
the bill which is clearly bipartisan and 
which none of us would ever stand in 
disagreement upon, and that is the 
issue of safety. 

b 1545 
Every citizen should be safe when 

they fly, and those who act to ensure 

our continued safety must be recog-
nized and protected. If any element of 
safety is compromised, then we deserve 
to know. 

The amendment I offer today does 
not give whistleblowers any new laws 
to pursue legal action. The amendment 
only proposes to preserve the laws that 
they already have and certainly not 
give them any less. They should not be 
faced with retaliatory firings. They 
should not have retribution taken in 
their private, non-work lives. 

Individuals in the world of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration should be 
able to speak up and speak out when 
safety is being compromised. Whether 
it is the Federal Government, a private 
company, or their fellow colleagues 
who compromise safety, these brave 
people are entitled to the full protec-
tion of the law when they inform the 
public as to how our safety is com-
promised. 

In my district we have had several 
instances of constituents who have 
acted as whistleblowers. Some have 
had their claims fully investigated and 
overseen by the FAA. Some have not. 
Some have been punished for speaking 
out. Some have not. We must make 
certain that every whistleblower is 
treated fairly and equally. Each and 
every claim reported to the FAA 
should be properly reviewed. I asked in 
November of 2008 to conduct an over-
sight and investigations hearing focus-
ing on whistleblowers. 

I would like for this letter that I sent 
to my Subcommittee of Oversight and 
Investigations to be included in the 
RECORD. 

NOVEMBER 18, 2008. 
Hon. BART STUPAK, 
Chairman, Oversight and Investigations, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN STUPAK, When we spoke a 
few weeks ago, I mentioned a situation relat-
ing to the Dallas-Fort Worth’s Terminal 
Radar Approach Control (DFW TRACON) 
that could place the safety of the flying pub-
lic at risk. I believe that this issue should be 
of interest to you as Chairman of the Energy 
and Commerce Committee’s Oversight and 
Investigation Subcommittee as an example 
of how certain whistleblowers courageously 
reported abuses of the public trust in an at-
tempt to change FAA’s safety and manage-
ment culture. If you are contemplating a 
hearing during the 111th Congress focusing 
on federal whistleblowers, I believe the addi-
tion of any one of the brave Americans in-
volved in this particular situation would pro-
vide a valuable perspective. 

This dangerous situation came to light 
when one of my constituents, Anne White-
man, raised concerns about the Federal 
Aviation Administration management at 
DFW TRACON. Her concerns were that sen-
ior managers and air-traffic controllers in-
tentionally misclassified near-miss events as 
pilot error when in fact they were due to 
controller error in order to avoid investiga-
tion of these incidents and potential discipli-
nary action. The Office of the Inspector Gen-
eral at the Department of Transportation, at 
the direction of the Office of Special Council, 
initiated an investigation and in April 2008 
they concluded that Anne Whiteman’s con-
cerns were well-founded. Their report con-
firmed that senior management officials at 
the FAA jeopardized the safety of our citi-
zens by misclassifying air traffic events 
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merely so they could falsely improve their 
quality ranking. 

As per DOT procedure, this report by the 
DOT’s OIG was referred to the Office of Spe-
cial Counsel, and on November 14, 2008, they 
issued their report also finding Anne White-
man’s facts to be reasonable. OSC found that 
the DFW TRACON acted to systematically 
mischaracterize operational errors as pilot 
errors. The OSC found this systematic be-
havior directly resulted from a general lack 
of oversight at the FAA and also made rec-
ommendations to mitigate and avoid this 
type of situation in the future. I have in-
cluded a copy of the OSC final report and the 
OIG April 2008 Memorandum for your review. 

Thank you for your consideration of this 
request. As always, it is a pleasure working 
with you. Even though we do not always see 
eye-to-eye on every issue, I know both you 
and I share a desire to ensure that those en-
trusted with the public’s safety are held ac-
countable. 

Sincerely, 
MICHAEL C BURGESS, 

Member of Congress. 

I wanted this Congress to look into 
how certain courageous whistleblowers 
report abuses of the public trust and 
how the FAA’s safety and management 
culture responds. 

Now, I am well aware that we have 
stopgap funding for the FAA. Perhaps 
as a result of this, the FAA has not had 
the time, the energy, or the resources 
to do proper oversight and investiga-
tions. Perhaps they have not had a 
chance to look into each and every 
whistleblower action. If this is the 
case, then the solution is not to create 
new laws, thus new actions for the FAA 
to undergo. The solution is not to give 
them unheard of amounts of money by 
taxing consumers. 

Instead, let us give the FAA the re-
sources they need to do the proper 
oversight and investigations and en-
sure that the safety of our citizens is 
our first and foremost concern. My 
amendment will recognize the role 
whistleblowers play in creating a safe 
flying environment, and I hope Mem-
bers will join me in supporting their 
important role. 

Mr. PETRI. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BURGESS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. PETRI. The amendment affirms 
the sense of Congress that whistle-
blowers at the FAA should be fully pro-
tected by law, and we support the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The time of 
the gentleman from Texas has expired. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I ask unanimous 
consent to claim time in opposition to 
the amendment, although I do not in-
tend to oppose the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the gentleman from Minnesota 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. It was unclear to 

me what the gentleman was proposing. 
His amendment deals with whistle-
blowers, but his conversation rambled 
all over the lot on other provisions of 
the bill, and I was simply going to ask 
the gentleman if he was ever going to 
get to his amendment. And eventually 
he did. 

We accept the whistleblower amend-
ment. However, the gentleman is mis-
guided about the passenger facility 
charge. We do not require airports to 
impose passenger facility charges, Mr. 
Chairman. It is a local option. They ei-
ther do or they do not as airport needs 
require. If they want to expand airport 
runway capacity, taxiway capacity, 
parking apron capacity on the air side 
of airports and need, in addition to the 
airport improvement funds, additional 
revenues to do that, they will have to 
justify to their board, to their commu-
nity, to those who use that airport, 
they have to justify their proposal to 
increase the passenger facility charge, 
show how it is going to be used, show 
how the revenues will contribute to im-
provement of aviation service and do it 
all in a public process. 

I’m puzzled as to the gentleman’s 
concerns about that provision and 
many others. 

I yield to the gentleman from Illi-
nois, the Chair of the subcommittee. 

Mr. COSTELLO. I thank you for 
yielding, Mr. Chairman. 

The point that I would make about 
the passenger facility charges is ex-
actly the point that Chairman OBER-
STAR just made. It is permissive. It is 
up to the local airport authority. And 
if, in fact, there is a passenger facility 
charge collected, it stays there at the 
local airport. 

Mr. PAYNE: Mr. Chair, I rise in strong sup-
port of the Burgess amendment to ensure 
whistleblower protection for FAA employees, 
and I commend Dr. BURGESS for offering this 
amendment. I have been deeply disturbed at 
the situation at Newark Liberty International 
Airport in my congressional district of Newark, 
New Jersey. The safety concerns raised by a 
number of our air traffic controllers, the profes-
sionals we rely on to get us safely to and from 
our destinations, have been virtually ignored. 

We have a situation where wrong turns 
caused by pilots’ confusion over the FAA’s 
new procedure have resulted in near-colli-
sions. Yet, when the air traffic controllers have 
expressed alarm, the response of FAA man-
agement has been to retaliate against the em-
ployees who are trying to guard the safety of 
the flying public. Let me also add that I am 
disappointed that New Jersey communities, 
especially those in Essex and Union counties 
in my congressional district, are being forced 
to bear an unfair share of the noise burden 
under the airspace redesign plan. I hope that 
the new FAA administrator will address both 
the whistleblower protection issue and the 
need to reexamine the airspace redesign plan. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BURGESS). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas will be post-
poned. 

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. CUELLAR, 
AS MODIFIED 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 5 printed in 
part C of House Report 111–126. 

Mr. CUELLAR. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 5 offered by Mr. CUELLAR: 
Page 258, after line 11, insert the following 

(with the correct sequential provision des-
ignations [replacing the numbers currently 
shown for such designations]) and conform 
the table of contents accordingly: 
SEC. 824. FAA RADAR SIGNAL LOCATIONS. 

(a) STUDY.—The Administrator of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration shall conduct a 
study on the locations of Federal Aviation 
Administration radar signals (in this section 
referred to as ‘‘FAA radars’’) in the United 
States, including the impact of such loca-
tions on— 

(1) the development and installation of re-
newable energy technologies, including wind 
turbines; and 

(2) the ability of State and local authori-
ties to identify and plan for the location of 
such renewable energy technologies. 

(b) CONSULTATION.—In conducting the 
study, the Administrator may consult with 
the heads of appropriate agencies as needed. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall transmit to Congress a 
report on the results of the study. 

(d) ADMINISTRATIVE PROCESS.—The Admin-
istrator shall develop an effective adminis-
trative process for relocation of FAA radars, 
as necessary, and testing and deployment of 
alternate solutions, as necessary. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 464, the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. CUELLAR) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. CUELLAR. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
for unanimous consent to modify the 
amendment with the modification at 
the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the modification. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 5 Offered by Mr. CUELLAR, 

as modified: 
Page 258, after line 11, insert the following 

(with the correct sequential provision des-
ignations [replacing the numbers currently 
shown for such designations]) and conform 
the table of contents accordingly: 
SEC. 824. FAA RADAR SIGNAL LOCATIONS. 

(a) STUDY.—The Administrator of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration shall conduct a 
study on the locations of Federal Aviation 
Administration radar signals (in this section 
referred to as ‘‘FAA radars’’) in the United 
States, including the impact of such loca-
tions on— 

(1) the development and installation of re-
newable energy technologies, including wind 
turbines; and 

(2) the ability of State and local authori-
ties to identify and plan for the location of 
such renewable energy technologies. 

(b) CONSULTATION.—In conducting the 
study, the Administrator may consult with 
the heads of appropriate agencies as needed. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
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Administrator shall transmit to Congress a 
report on the results of the study. 

(d) ADMINISTRATIVE PROCESS.—The Admin-
istrator shall develop an effective adminis-
trative process for relocation of FAA radars, 
when appropriate, and testing and deploy-
ment of alternate solutions, as necessary. 

(e) LIMITATION ON STATUTORY CONSTRUC-
TION.—Nothing in this section shall be con-
strued to affect the authority of the Admin-
istrator to issue hazard determinations. 

Mr. CUELLAR (during the reading). 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to dispense with the reading of the 
modification. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-

tion, the amendment is modified. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. CUELLAR. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Chairman, I want to thank first, 

of course, our chairman, Mr. OBERSTAR, 
for his leadership on this bill. 

My amendment will assess the effect 
of the FAA’s radars and alternative 
technology development especially on 
wind farm development and when ap-
propriate direct the administrator to 
develop a process for the relocation of 
those radars if a suitable alternative 
site is identified. This bipartisan 
amendment was bourn out of conversa-
tion with the FAA and the Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure’s Aviation 
Subcommittee. I certainly want to 
thank the chairman also. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to be clear that 
nothing in this amendment shall be 
construed to constrain the issuing of a 
determination of no hazard to air navi-
gation for wind construction projects 
while the study is underway. I have in-
cluded clarifying language in my modi-
fied amendment, and I intend to work 
with Chairman OBERSTAR and the Sen-
ate in the conference to ensure that 
the legislative intent of this amend-
ment stays there so we don’t halt the 
issuance of permits for wind tech-
nology. 

Mr. COSTELLO. I ask the gentleman 
to yield. 

Mr. CUELLAR. Yes, sir. 
Mr. COSTELLO. The gentleman has 

made a strong case. We accept the 
amendment, and we will submit a 
statement in the RECORD. 

Mr. CUELLAR. I would like to yield 
1 minute to Mr. MCCAUL. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 1 minute. 

Mr. MCCAUL. I thank the gentleman 
from Texas, my good friend, Mr. 
CUELLAR. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of 
this amendment that I’m proud to co-
sponsor. I urge its adoption. As we all 
know, the development of alternative 
energy is of supreme importance to 
this country both as an economic and a 
national security issue. I believe in the 
all-of-the-above energy policy that in-
cludes more energy domestically. 

Unfortunately, in our home State of 
Texas, the construction of wind farms 

has been delayed because such farms 
interfere with radars used by the FAA. 
The amendment is simple. It requires 
the FAA to study and report to the 
Congress on the impact radar replace-
ment can have on the development of 
renewable energy facilities. If they can 
still achieve their national security 
and public safety goals from an alter-
native location while still accommo-
dating the development of renewable 
energy, then Congress should know 
this so we can then take appropriate 
action. 

Mr. CUELLAR. I just want to thank 
Mr. OBERSTAR and Mr. COSTELLO for 
their time and Mr. MCCAUL, Mr. ORTIZ, 
and Mr. RODRIGUEZ, who also cospon-
sored this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. Does any Member 

seek time in opposition? 
If not, the question is on the amend-

ment, as modified, offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. CUELLAR). 

The amendment, as modified, was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. MCCAUL 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 6 printed in 
part C of House Report 111–126. 

Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 6 offered by Mr. MCCAUL: 
Page 259, after line 9, insert the following 

(with the correct sequential provision des-
ignations [replacing the numbers currently 
shown for such designations]) and conform 
the table of contents accordingly: 
SEC. 826. PROHIBITION ON USE OF CERTAIN 

FUNDS. 
The Secretary may not use any funds au-

thorized in this Act to name, rename, des-
ignate, or redesignate any project or pro-
gram under this act for an individual then 
serving as a Member, Delegate, Resident 
Commissioner, or Senator of the United 
States Congress. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 464, the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. MCCAUL) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. The Chair recognizes the gen-
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to offer this amendment that 
would prohibit naming airports, Fed-
eral programs, and other projects 
under the FAA’s jurisdiction after sit-
ting Members of Congress. Although 
such instances are rare, this practice 
further erodes the public trust in this 
institution and its Members. 

Recent press reports from the John 
Murtha Johnstown-Cambria County 
Airport highlight this problem. The 
airport received $800,000 from the stim-
ulus package to upgrade its alternative 
runway. Whether or not that is a wise 
use of money is not the question this 
amendment is intended to address. 
Rather, the problem is that the percep-
tion of the American people is that this 
little airport is getting special treat-
ment because it is named after Con-
gressman MURTHA. 

This perception feeds the belief that 
Members of Congress are arrogant and 
out of touch with the American people 
that we represent. This is a problem 
that exists in other areas of the Fed-
eral Government as well. There are 
courthouses, such as the ones named 
after Senator THAD COCHRAN of Mis-
sissippi, and then there is the Charlie 
Rangel Center for Public Service. 
There are also various roads and 
bridges across the country named after 
Members of Congress and everything 
from schools to clinics to prisons in 
West Virginia named for Senator BYRD. 

Unlike the bill I have introduced to 
end this practice, this amendment is 
limited only to the scope of projects 
authorized by the underlying bill. But 
with this first step, we can start to cor-
rect this and hopefully begin anew to 
restore some of the standing that this 
great institution has lost with the peo-
ple that it serves. 

I ask my colleagues to support this 
amendment, and I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

I yield to the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. PETRI). 

Mr. PETRI. The amendment that the 
gentleman offered would help restore 
confidence in the public’s mind that 
the projects and programs included in 
the authorization bill are for the public 
benefit. 

I would like to thank you for offering 
the amendment. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas reserves the balance of his 
time. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I ask unanimous 
consent to claim time in opposition to 
the amendment, although I think I do 
not intend to oppose it. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from Minnesota is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. I just want to make 

it clear that the language of the 
amendment is general in nature. And 
Mr. Chairman, I ask of the offeror of 
the amendment, although he ref-
erenced sitting Members of the House 
and Senate, he does not intend this 
language to apply to any specific Mem-
ber, is that correct? 

Mr. MCCAUL. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield to the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. MCCAUL. This amendment is not 
intended to be applied retroactively. It 
would only apply to then Members— 

Mr. OBERSTAR. The language is not 
intended to apply, my question is, to 
any specific Member? 

Mr. MCCAUL. That’s correct. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. It was a few years 

ago, quite a few years ago, 1996 to be 
exact, that the Republican majority 
foisted upon the Washington Airport 
Authority a requirement to designate, 
redesignate the name of the airport 
serving the Nation’s capital. They 
started out this amendment by the 
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gentleman from Georgia, Mr. Barr, to 
name it ‘‘Reagan National Airport.’’ 
We pointed out that is renaming the 
airport. It is named for the first Presi-
dent of the United States. 

That language was changed to call it 
the ‘‘Washington-Reagan National Air-
port.’’ Not only did the amendment re-
quire the Washington National Airport 
Authority to change the name of the 
airport, but it was made very clear to 
me that if they did not do that, and if 
they did not change the signs at their 
expense, that funds would be withheld 
from Washington National Airport. 
That was mean. That was vicious. It 
was done because there was the power 
to do it. And it was the wrong thing to 
do. 

Now we should not be naming facili-
ties for sitting Members of the House 
or of the other body. The plain lan-
guage of the amendment is right, and 
that is the practice that we have fol-
lowed. And I accept that. But I would 
just point out, as I did in that debate 
in 1996, that when the question of nam-
ing the new airport in Loudoun County 
came up, Senator Dole offered the 
amendment to give the Washington Na-
tional Airport Authority the authority 
to designate a name for that airport. 
He did not say what name it should be. 
The airport authority named it. 

I was of a mind to include such lan-
guage in this bill, but I withheld doing 
it, to reestablish the power of the 
Washington National Airport Author-
ity to rename that airport, should they 
choose to do so. It is their authority. It 
is not ours. And the then-majority ran 
roughshod. And I said to the gentleman 
from Georgia, you would scream to 
high heaven if the Congress tried to do 
this to an airport in your community, 
in your district. You would scream to 
high heaven if we told you what name 
to give it and to change the signs 
around the airport at your expense. 
But you are doing it out of harshness 
to the Nation’s capital. 

b 1600 

That’s the wrong attitude, and the 
gentleman’s amendment is in the right 
spirit. 

But I just want to say for some of the 
interventions that I’ve heard on this 
floor that I’ve had it a little bit with 
posturing. This is not posturing. This 
is right. This is fair. We ought to do it, 
and we accept the amendment, but just 
know that there is a painful history 
and a wrong history about naming fa-
cilities. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Chairman, I share 

in the same spirit with Chairman 
OBERSTAR. I think it’s the height of ar-
rogance for us to name, at taxpayer ex-
pense, buildings after sitting Members 
of Congress, people in the Congress, 
currently serving, and that’s what the 
American people resent about this in-
stitution. And I appreciate the biparti-
sanship you bring to this. 

I would also say that President 
Reagan was not in office at the time of 

the naming, and I thought it was very 
fitting to have named it after Presi-
dent Reagan, as it would be if a Mem-
ber of Congress retires from this insti-
tution and the Congress decides to 
name a building after a retired Member 
of Congress. 

But it is entirely inappropriate for a 
Member of Congress to use taxpayer 
dollars to name a building after him-
self or herself to glorify themselves. 

So, with that, I thank the chairman 
for his bipartisanship on this issue. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. MCCAUL). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas will be post-
poned. 
AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. MURPHY OF 

CONNECTICUT 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 7 printed in 
part C of House Report 111–126. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Mr. 
Chairman, I have an amendment at the 
desk made in order under the rule. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 7 offered by Mr. MURPHY 
of Connecticut: 

Page 183, after line 21, insert the following 
(with the correct sequential provision des-
ignations [replacing the numbers currently 
shown for such designations]) and conform 
the table of contents accordingly: 
SEC. 505. DETERMINATION OF FAIR MARKET 

VALUE OF RESIDENTIAL PROP-
ERTIES. 

Section 47504 (as amended by this Act) is 
further amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(g) DETERMINATION OF FAIR MARKET 
VALUE OF RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES.—In ap-
proving a project to acquire residential real 
property using financial assistance made 
available under this section or chapter 471, 
the Secretary shall ensure that the appraisal 
of the property to be acquired disregards any 
decrease or increase in the fair market value 
of the real property caused by the project for 
which the property is to be acquired, or by 
the likelihood that the property would be ac-
quired for the project, other than that due to 
physical deterioration within the reasonable 
control of the owner.’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 464, the gentleman 
from Connecticut (Mr. MURPHY) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I’d like to thank Chairman OBERSTAR 
and Chairman COSTELLO and the mi-
nority members on the committee for 
allowing this amendment to come be-
fore us today. 

Every year, the FAA works with 
local communities and local airports to 
address and try to remediate noise and 
safety issues. In my district, that’s 
happening with respect to the Water-
bury-Oxford Airport, which has 
changed over time: a lot more jet traf-
fic, a lot more noise and increased safe-
ty concerns for, in particular, a neigh-
borhood, the Triangle Hills neighbor-
hood, which sits in the town of 
Middlebury. 

We are undergoing a process right 
now to potentially purchase and relo-
cate some of the people who live in 
that neighborhood. A problem, though, 
potentially arises in that during the 
process of notifying the neighborhood 
and the community about a relocation 
effort, the value of those homes is 
going to normally drop. It is standard 
practice in the FAA to make sure that 
in assessing the value of those homes 
that you do not allow for the decrease 
in value due to the notice regarding a 
potential relocation. This amendment 
simply seeks to take that standard 
practice issued in guidelines to local 
Departments of Transportation and put 
it into statute. 

This is going to make sure that these 
processes of relocation ensure that peo-
ple in the Triangle Hills neighborhood 
and like neighborhoods around the 
country get the fair market value for 
their homes, but also, I think it will 
allow this program to work more effi-
ciently as it goes forward. I think resi-
dents will be much more willing to 
enter into these type of noise remedi-
ation and safety remediation plans if 
they have some assurance that they 
are going to get a fair price for their 
homes. 

So I thank again the chairman and 
the ranking member for working with 
us on this amendment; and on behalf of 
the dozens of residents of the Triangle 
Hills neighborhood, we thank you for 
allowing us to bring this amendment 
before us. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

unanimous consent to claim time in 
opposition, though I do not intend to 
oppose. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from Minnesota is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. We accept the gen-

tleman’s amendment, if the gentleman 
is prepared to yield his time. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. MUR-
PHY). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR. CASSIDY 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 8 printed in 
part C of House Report 111–126. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 
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The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment No. 8 offered by Mr. CASSIDY: 
Page 159, line 8, strike ‘‘and’’. 
Page 159, line 12, strike the period at the 

end and insert ‘‘; and’’. 
Page 159, after line 12, insert the following: 
(5) the effect that limited air carrier serv-

ice options on routes have on the frequency 
of delays and cancellations on such routes. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 464, the gentleman 
from Louisiana (Mr. CASSIDY) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Louisiana. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. Chairman, like 
many Members of the House, I rep-
resent a city with a small hub airport. 
While multiple airlines provide service 
at small hub airports, most flight 
routes have only one airline option. 
Many of my constituents perceive that 
this lack of competition creates a high-
er rate of delayed flights. I share their 
concern and offer this amendment to 
require the Department of Transpor-
tation to study the issue. 

Specifically, the Department would 
analyze whether the lack of competi-
tive flight options on some routes af-
fects the frequency of delays and can-
cellations. The Department is already 
required to report on flight delays and 
cancellations, and my amendment 
would strengthen this report. 

Mr. Chairman, the availability of 
competitive options on flight routes is 
affected by a number of factors which 
may include industry consolidation 
and lack of competition on certain 
routes, as well as the size of the com-
munity served. 

This amendment would give us great-
er understanding about the cause of 
flight delays at small and medium hub 
airports so that we may continue to 
improve air service for those commu-
nities. I urge adoption of the amend-
ment. 

Mr. PETRI. Would the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CASSIDY. I would yield to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. PETRI. I thank my colleague for 
yielding to me. 

The amendment he has offered sup-
plements a Department of Transpor-
tation Inspector General study on 
flight delays and cancellations in the 
base bill by adding to the Inspector 
General’s review a requirement to as-
sess the effect limited air carrier serv-
ice options has on the frequency of 
delays and cancelations on such routes. 

This is a useful amendment and im-
portant to many service airports in our 
country, and I support the amendment 
and urge its adoption. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to claim time in 
opposition, though I do not intend to 
oppose. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from Minnesota is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. We accept the 

amendment. If the gentleman is pre-
pared to conclude his remarks and 
yield back, we can proceed. I yield 
back. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I yield back. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. CASSIDY). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MS. KILROY 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 9 printed in 
part C of House Report 111–126. 

Ms. KILROY. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 9 offered by Ms. KILROY: 
Page 115, after line 7, insert the following 

(with the correct sequential provision des-
ignations [replacing the numbers currently 
shown for such designations]) and conform 
the table of contents accordingly: 
SEC. 312. COCKPIT SMOKE. 

(a) STUDY.—The Comptroller General shall 
conduct a study on the effectiveness of over-
sight activities of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration relating to preventing or miti-
gating the effects of dense continuous smoke 
in the cockpit of a commercial aircraft. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall submit to Congress a 
report on the results of the study. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 464, the gentlewoman 
from Ohio (Ms. KILROY) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Ohio. 

Ms. KILROY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 2 minutes. 

I rise today in support of my amend-
ment to raise the profile of dangerous 
incidents involving smoke in the cock-
pits of aircraft. Smoke in cockpits is a 
factor in an unscheduled emergency or 
emergency landing every single day in 
North America. This dangerous in- 
flight occurrence has already claimed 
over 1,230 lives. 

In 2007, a top NASCAR official and 
his pilot were killed after their plane 
crashed within minutes of radioing an 
emergency because of smoke cascading 
into the cockpit. The crash also killed 
a mother, her 6-month-old infant and a 
4-year-old next-door neighbor when the 
plane struck into the heart of their 
Florida neighborhood. 

The National Transportation Safety 
Board has addressed the issue and con-
siders smoke inside the cockpit and 
cabins to be a ‘‘serious issue.’’ The 
NTSB has made recommendations to 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
for decades on this very issue. The FAA 
does not consider smoke interfering 
with the pilot’s vision as a ‘‘unsafe 
condition,’’ despite more than 70 major 
events in the last 4 decades and NTSB 
recommendations. 

This amendment would gather the 
data that could prove the need for bet-
ter equipment and save thousands of 
lives in the future. 

Today, I look forward to voting for 
this important reauthorization of the 
FAA. I want to thank Chairman OBER-
STAR and Chairman COSTELLO for their 
excellent work on this bill, including 
protections and rights guaranteed to 
the 2 million airline passengers that fly 
in this country every day. The Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infra-
structure and the Aviation Sub-
committee have taken historic steps to 
improve flying experiences for pas-
sengers, as well as invest in modern-
izing critical safety systems like air 
traffic control. 

Once a plane has taken off and is in 
control of the pilot, smoke in the cock-
pit can be deadly. There will be noth-
ing our safety systems on the ground 
or air traffic controllers in the tower 
could do to help. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. COSTELLO. I claim time in op-
position, although I do not intend to 
oppose the gentlelady’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. For what purpose 
does the gentleman from Wisconsin 
rise? 

Mr. PETRI. Well, I was going to rise 
in opposition, even though I don’t op-
pose the amendment either. We would 
support the amendment and urge its 
speedy passage. 

This amendment seeks to improve aviation 
safety by requiring the Government Account-
ability Office (GAO) to conduct a study on 
FAA oversight of programs intended to pre-
vent or mitigate the dangerous effects of 
smoke in airline cockpits. 

Cockpit smoke can occur due to a variety of 
reasons, some which are not always imminent 
threats. 

While the FAA has approved several tech-
nologies to deal with cockpit smoke, such as 
specially designed pilot goggles, not every 
technology is appropriate for all types of air-
craft or pilot skill levels. The study proposed 
by Ms. KILROY’s amendment will assist FAA in 
determining the most smoke mitigation tech-
nology for various operators and aircrafts. 

I thank my colleague for her efforts to im-
prove aviation safety and ask all Members to 
support this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
COSTELLO) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Chairman, we 

commend the gentlewoman on her 
amendment. We accept it and yield 
back the balance of our time. 

Ms. HIRONO. Mr. Chair, I rise today in sup-
port of the Kilroy amendment to H.R. 916, the 
FAA Reauthorization Act, which directs the 
GAO to study, within one year of enactment, 
the effectiveness of FAA oversight activities 
related to preventing or mitigating the effects 
of dense continuous smoke in the cockpit of 
commercial aircraft. 

There are several incidents every week 
where an aircraft must land due to the pres-
ence of smoke in the cockpit. In the great ma-
jority of these cases, pilots are able to land 
the aircraft or disperse the smoke before a 
catastrophic accident results. There have, 
however, been several accidents over the 
years caused by the inability of pilots to see 
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due to the presence of unstoppable, dense, 
continuous smoke. 

Interestingly, the aircraft of the Secretary of 
Transportation, the Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity, senior military leaders, and the Federal 
Aviation Administration have technology 
aboard that ensures that, even in cases of 
dense unstoppable blinding smoke, pilots can 
see. 

I was surprised to learn, however, that there 
is no FAA requirement that passenger airliners 
or military aircraft have an equivalent system 
to ensure that pilots can see under these con-
ditions. The technology in question costs ap-
proximately $25,000 to $30,000 per aircraft— 
which equates to a penny or so per ticket over 
the life of the system. 

As I understand it, the FAA’s minimum safe-
ty standard is that any failure of systems or 
components that result in catastrophic con-
sequences must be ‘‘extremely improbable,’’ 
and that ‘‘extremely improbable’’ is defined by 
the FAA as not one catastrophic event in one 
billion flight hours. 

According to Boeing data, American certified 
planes have not flown one billion flight hours 
worldwide in the last 50 years. There have, 
however, been numerous catastrophic fatal 
airliner accidents in which smoke in the cock-
pit has been a cause or a factor during that 
period. 

Like with U.S. Airways Flight 1549, seconds 
count. Fortunately, in that case the pilot could 
see to land, even if under very difficult condi-
tions. If the emergency had been continuous, 
unstoppable smoke in the cockpit and the pilot 
had been unable to see, it is unlikely we 
would have had such a happy outcome. 

I raised this issue during a Transportation 
and Infrastructure Committee hearing on the 
bill in February. The FAA contends that exist-
ing systems and procedures are adequate. I 
am not convinced, and I welcome an inves-
tigation of this issue by the GAO. 

Ms. KILROY. Mr. Chairman, I appre-
ciate the support, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Ohio (Ms. KILROY). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MR. 

FRELINGHUYSEN 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 10 printed 
in part C of House Report 111–126. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk 
that I intend to withdraw at the appro-
priate time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 10 offered by Mr. FRELING-
HUYSEN: 

Page 259, after line 22, insert the following 
(with the correct sequential provision des-
ignations [replacing the numbers currently 
shown for such designations]) and conform 
the table of contents accordingly: 
SEC. 826. NEW YORK/NEW JERSEY/PHILADELPHIA 

METROPOLITAN AIRSPACE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the 

Federal Aviation Administration shall con-
duct a study on the proposed New York/New 
Jersey/Philadelphia Class B modification de-
sign change. 

(b) CONTENTS.—In conducting the study, 
the Administrator shall determine the effect 

of such proposed change on the environment, 
and, in particular, with regard to airplane 
noise, and shall state whether this proposed 
change was considered in conjunction with 
the on-going New York/New Jersey/Philadel-
phia Metropolitan Airspace Redesign. 

(c) REPORT.—The Administrator shall sub-
mit to the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation of the Senate a 
report on the results of the study under sub-
section (a) not later than 30 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 464, the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN) 
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise to engage in a colloquy 
with the chairman of the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure, 
Mr. OBERSTAR. 

Mr. Chairman, as you know, I have 
long been concerned about aircraft 
noise over northern New Jersey. How-
ever, time and time again the Federal 
Aviation Administration has turned a 
deaf ear to the tremendous impact air 
noise has made on our quality of life. 

Lately, there has been considerable 
discussion about increasing trans-
parency in our government. However, 
it has been extremely difficult to ob-
tain information from the FAA about 
proposals that will have significant 
negative impacts on my constituents. 

I offer this amendment because there 
have been conflicting reports about the 
proposed changes by the FAA to the 
Class B airspace in the New York and 
New Jersey metropolitan area. 

Following several inquiries to the 
FAA, including a letter from the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. GARRETT) 
and me to FAA Acting Administrator 
Lynne Osmus, the FAA has not been 
forthcoming with its plans about this 
proposed airspace change. 

Together, with many of my col-
leagues in the region, I feel very 
strongly that the FAA must make its 
plans public and be held accountable 
for the effects. As the FAA continues 
to redesign the airspace in our region, 
it cannot push forward another pro-
posal that may lead to even more noise 
for my constituents on the ground. 
They have a right to know what 
changes are being considered and cer-
tainly what changes are being imple-
mented, as these changes will affect 
their lives and livelihoods. 

I look forward to working with the 
chairman and the ranking member in 
the future to get information on these 
proposals and to ensure that all of our 
constituents are fully informed about 
the FAA’s future plans. 

I yield to the chairman. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. I thank the gen-

tleman for yielding, Mr. Chairman, and 
want to commend him for pursuing so 
vigorously this issue, and I deplore the 
lack of response from the FAA, as we 
heard earlier in the day on the rule 

from the gentleman from Florida, who 
appealed many times to the FAA, and 
got no response to his concerns. 

This process of redesign of the east 
coast airspace has been going on for 9 
years, this particular plan. There are 
other plans that have been going on for 
20 years. They should have been ade-
quately discussed in the public domain. 
The Members of Congress should have 
been engaged in the process, and we’re 
going to change that. We’re going to 
make this happen. 

And I want to assure the gentleman 
that we will work hand-in-glove with 
the gentleman, the chairman of the 
Aviation Subcommittee, the distin-
guished ranking member of the sub-
committee, the ranking member of the 
full committee. 

I would just like to inquire of the 
gentleman about Atlantic City airport. 
Is that in the gentleman’s district? 

b 1615 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. That’s a lit-

tle farther south from where I live. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. If service were rout-

ed to Atlantic City, would that divert 
noise from the gentleman’s constitu-
ents? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. We’ve al-
ways believed in an ocean route. 
Whether the people in the Atlantic 
would want to have what we’ve been 
having to bear, I would doubt it. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Well, I think there 
is additional capacity. This is the 
world’s busiest airspace. The New York 
TRACON handles more aircraft move-
ment than all of Europe combined. 
Finding places for those aircraft to ap-
proach and depart is extremely dif-
ficult. But there is capacity at Stuart 
Air Force Base, which is a joint use fa-
cility, and there is capacity at Atlantic 
City. All it needs is a surface rail line. 
And that would allow ocean approaches 
that would take noise away from the 
gentleman’s constituencies, and from 
those in New York and from elsewhere. 
I’m going on way too long because we 
want to conclude this debate and get to 
the final votes. 

But I know that the gentleman’s col-
league, Mr. LOBIONDO, is very strong in 
support of service from Atlantic City. 
It would relieve noise from the gentle-
man’s airport to move aircraft in that 
facility. It has a 10,000 foot runway. It 
has a taxiway. It has unused capacity. 
And it could relieve the New York air-
port situation, relieve the noise from 
the gentleman’s constituency. 

So let’s work together. Let’s have 
the FAA in for some discussions and 
pursue this matter further. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I thank the 

chairman very much for his time, as 
well as Mr. COSTELLO’s interest. I was 
involved in helping fund through the 
appropriations process this air design. 
So when we’re shut out of the process 
when they’re making plans, I think we 
have a right to be concerned. 

If I may, I would like to yield to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin, the ranking 
member. 
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The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

has 5 seconds. 
Mr. PETRI. I would like to give my 

hardworking and conscientious col-
league from New Jersey every assur-
ance that I will work with him. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I ask unani-
mous consent to withdraw my amend-
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 

is withdrawn. 
AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MRS. LOWEY 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 11 printed 
in part C of House Report 111–126. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 11 offered by Mrs. LOWEY: 
Page 198, after line 25, insert the following 

(with the correct sequential provision des-
ignations [replacing the numbers currently 
shown for such designations]) and conform 
the table of contents accordingly: 
SEC. 515. WESTCHESTER COUNTY AIRPORT, NEW 

YORK. 
(a) RULEMAKING.—The Administrator of 

the Federal Aviation Administration shall 
conduct a rulemaking proceeding to deter-
mine whether Westchester County Airport 
should be authorized to limit aircraft oper-
ations between the hours of 12 a.m. and 6:30 
a.m. 

(b) DEADLINES.—The Administrator shall— 
(1) not later than 180 days after the date of 

enactment of this Act, issue a notice of pro-
posed rulemaking under subsection (a); and 

(2) not later than 16 months after the close 
of the comment period on the proposed rule, 
issue a final rule. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 464, the gentlewoman 
from New York (Mrs. LOWEY) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment would initiate a rule-
making process by the FAA to deter-
mine whether Westchester County Air-
port may reinstate its overnight air-
craft restrictions. 

Owned and operated by Westchester Coun-
ty, the airport has had voluntary restrictions 
between midnight and 6:30 a.m. since its 
mandatory curfew was removed in the early 
1980’s. For nearly twenty years, all of the op-
erators at the airport were abiding by the vol-
untary curfew. However, business at the air-
port has expanded tremendously, with more 
and more flights disregarding the curfew, 
which disrupts communities throughout the 
overnight hours and makes the County’s envi-
ronmental upkeep in the area more demand-
ing. 

Just miles from New York City, this airport 
is an important gateway for commercial and 
business aircraft in the area. However, it was 
never designed to accommodate so many air-
craft. Bound by the borders of New York and 
Connecticut, the airport’s physical infrastruc-
ture cannot expand further. 

Westchester County, in conjunction with its 
commercial carriers, has imposed limits on ter-
minal capacity. Yet, with business and cor-
porate jets comprising fifty percent of the esti-
mated 167,000 take offs and landings at the 
airport this year, the agreed upon guidelines 
and voluntary restrictions have not been fully 
honored. 

This amendment directs FAA to evaluate 
Westchester County’s request to reinstate its 
overnight curfew, potentially easing congestion 
in the heavily-trafficked New York airspace 
and providing the residents in both New York 
and Connecticut with needed relief from over-
night operations. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port it. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Will the gentle-
woman yield? 

Mrs. LOWEY. I would be delighted to 
yield. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. We are prepared to 
accept the gentlewoman’s amendment. 
It’s a reasonable and thoughtful ap-
proach, and it will work. And we will 
support the gentlewoman. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Thank you so much, 
Mr. Chairman. I have always been im-
pressed with your wisdom and your 
thoughtfulness, and I thank you very 
much for accepting this amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. PETRI. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 

opposition to the amendment offered 
by my esteemed colleague from New 
York (Mrs. LOWEY). 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Wisconsin is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PETRI. In 1981, Westchester 
County enacted a curfew that banned 
all aircraft from operating between the 
hours of midnight and 7 a.m. This cur-
few was made against the advice of the 
FAA, and was immediately struck 
down by a Federal court. The Court 
also issued a permanent injunction in 
part because Westchester was unable to 
justify the curfew with any evidence of 
a noise problem. Furthermore, the 
Court found that the curfew was in vio-
lation of the commerce clause because 
it imposed an undue burden on New 
York metropolitan air transportation. 

Simply put, this amendment would 
remove the permanent injunction on 
this unjustified curfew and arbitrarily 
restrict airspace access without requir-
ing Westchester County to make its 
case. This matter has been dealt with 
in the appropriate place, the Federal 
courts. The airport has a process avail-
able to make its case for such a restric-
tion, but has chosen not to comply. 

The amendment sidesteps a process 
that applies to every other airport and 
would disrupt air travel in the New 
York area airspace. On those grounds, I 
urge my colleagues to join me in oppos-
ing the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gentle-
woman from New York has 41⁄2 minutes 
remaining. 

Mrs. LOWEY. I’d like to thank the 
chairman for accepting this amend-
ment. I would be delighted to work 
with Mr. PETRI and Mr. MICA, who also 
said that although he had concerns, he 
wouldn’t object to the amendment. 

All this amendment does is direct it 
to be studied. It directs it to be stud-
ied. It’s not implementing the changes. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. PETRI. I yield to my colleague 

from Florida. 
Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, and gentle-

lady from New York, I just want to ex-
press, through the Chair, that we do 
have concerns. We’ve expressed con-
cerns. We are willing to work with the 
gentlelady and accept her amendment 
at this time. But our reservations have 
been noted for the record. 

Mr. PETRI. I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mrs. LOWEY. I thank the chairman 
for accepting the amendment. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Chair, for over 25 years the 
overnight flight restrictions at Westchester 
County Airport have been voluntary. Unfortu-
nately some airlines have disregarded the vol-
untary restrictions and have scheduled flights 
between midnight and 6:30 a.m. 

It is because of these few airlines dis-
respecting the residents of Westchester Coun-
ty and disrespecting the airlines who do com-
ply with the voluntary curfew that this amend-
ment is needed. 

It would direct the FAA to follow the proper 
processes to determine if the Westchester 
County Airport should receive the authority to 
make the overnight flight curfew mandatory. 

While I recognize that the Westchester 
County Airport is vital to the economy of the 
region, I don’t believe that the residents 
should have to endure the noise of planes tak-
ing off and landing at 3 a.m. 

Additionally, allowing more planes to take 
off and land at all hors of the night will in-
crease not just noise pollution, but air and 
water too. 

On another matter: the FAA concocted the 
New York, New Jersey, Philadelphia airspace 
redesign with zero input from the residents it 
harms the most, especially because it would 
put an additional 200–400 flights a day over 
my constituents in Rockland County. This New 
York. New Jersey, Philadelphia airspace rede-
sign should be scrapped. 

The hundreds of additional planes flying 
over Rockland will contribute to the already in-
creasing pollution levels in the area. The noise 
level will also be substantially increased, yet 
the FAA has been unable to give me or the af-
fected residents the information on how loud 
each plan will be, just 24-hour averages. 

It is likely that first responders would have 
to be trained for the event of an airplane 
crash, causing added costs to local police, 
fire, and EMT departments that are already 
stretched thin. In addition, we have not gotten 
a clear signal whether the flight plans will 
route commercial aircraft over Indian Point, an 
extremely dangerous scenario. This airspace 
redesign proposal for New York, New Jersey, 
and Philadelphia should not be implemented. 

Mrs. LOWEY. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Mrs. 
LOWEY). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 12 OFFERED BY MR. ACKERMAN 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 12 printed 
in part C of House Report 111–126. 
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Mr. ACKERMAN. I rise in support of 

the amendment which I have at the 
desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 12 offered by Mr. ACKER-
MAN: 

Page 259, after line 22, insert the following 
(with the correct sequential provision des-
ignations [replacing the numbers currently 
shown for such designations]) and conform 
the table of contents accordingly: 
SEC. 826. COLLEGE POINT MARINE TRANSFER 

STATION, NEW YORK. 
(a) FINDING.—Congress finds that the Fed-

eral Aviation Administration, in deter-
mining whether the proposed College Point 
Marine Transfer Station in New York City, 
New York, if constructed, would constitute a 
hazard to air navigation, has not followed 
published policy statements of the Federal 
Aviation Administration, including— 

(1) Advisory Circular Number 150/5200-33B 
2, entitled ‘‘Hazardous Wildlife Attractants 
on or Near Airports’’; 

(2) Advisory Circular Number 150/5300-13, 
entitled ‘‘Airport Design’’; and 

(3) the publication entitled ‘‘Policies and 
Procedures Memorandum—Airports Divi-
sion’’, Number 5300.1B, dated Feb. 5, 1999. 

(b) DESIGNATION OF TRANSFER STATION AS 
HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION.—The Adminis-
trator of the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion shall take such actions as may be nec-
essary to designate the proposed College 
Point Marine Transfer Station in New York 
City, New York, as a hazard to air naviga-
tion. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 464, the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. ACKERMAN) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer this simple amendment on behalf 
of myself and the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. CROWLEY). This has to do 
with safety trumping garbage. It has to 
do with common sense. 

The City of New York Department of 
Sanitation has proposed a marine 
transfer station. These are generally 
built on the shoreline because trash is 
compacted there and put on barges and 
then carted away on the Long Island 
Sound or the East River or the Hudson 
River. 

Of all the shoreline places to build 
this, would you suspect the one place 
that would be picked by the Depart-
ment of Sanitation would be directly 
opposite one of the biggest active run-
ways, one of the most active runways 
in the whole United States of America, 
where planes take off and land approxi-
mately every 20 seconds. I’m talking 
about LaGuardia Airport, the airport 
with the largest number of flights in 
New York City. 

This is an aerial view of the airport. 
This is LaGuardia Airport’s runway. 
LaGuardia Airport, most people don’t 
know, has only two runways for all of 
these great number of flights. 

The garbage plant is planned right 
over here, opposite the runway, 2,000 
feet away. The rules and regulations of 

the FAA, which is what we’re asking 
for in this amendment to be imple-
mented and utilized, say that you 
should not put a garbage treatment 
plant anywhere near the runway pro-
tection zone which is currently 2,000 
feet away. This is 2,000 feet—less than 
that—according to this map which we 
downloaded from Google. 

There will be a new flight slope plan 
implemented that the FAA has ap-
proved which says it can’t be within 
2,500 feet. Why would you put a garbage 
facility, an attractant to birds, less 
than 2,000 feet away from one of the 
most active runways? 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. 
HALL) requested of the FAA, they de-
clined, and Secretary of Transpor-
tation LaHood overruled them and re-
leased the number of bird strikes at 
airports around the country. Last year 
there were 87 bird strikes at LaGuardia 
Airport alone. 

Now, our pilots are good. You might 
have seen a little news report that said 
they can even land on water. And in-
deed, that’s what happened when one of 
our jets was struck by birds. 

Garbage is an attractant to birds. 
The FAA rules and recommendations 
say don’t put these things in the run-
way protection zone. Our amendment 
simply says to the FAA, you have to 
follow your own guidelines. 

Put it anywhere else. There’s a polit-
ical concern here, and the political 
concern is not a NIMBY concern. This 
will most likely be in mine or Mr. 
CROWLEY’s district. It borders both of 
our districts right now. 

This site is the least politically dam-
aging to us because it’s in a commer-
cial area. Any other place that they 
will move it will cause us some polit-
ical concerns. But those political con-
cerns that we will have to suffer if they 
move this anywhere up and down the 
coast in either of our districts is not as 
important to the safety of the flying 
public. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. MICA. I rise in opposition to the 

amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-

tleman from Florida is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. MICA. This amendment, unfortu-
nately, is a local issue that we’re put-
ting into a Federal piece of legislation 
that is very important for safety; and 
the gentleman, who I greatly respect, 
Mr. ACKERMAN, is trying to do the best 
he can to make arguments that this 
dump poses safety concerns and haz-
ards to aviation. I don’t have the capa-
bility of making that determination, 
nor does Congress. We rely on the FAA. 
They have looked at this. They say 
that it does not pose a hazard to air 
navigation. 

That being said, I like Mr. ACKER-
MAN, and sometimes I find myself in 
the situation like Mr. ACKERMAN, and 
you try to use any means you can to 
satisfy concerns about a project, 
whether it be local, State or Federal to 
the best benefit of your constituents. 

So therefore, I am not going to call 
for a vote. I’m not going to actively op-
pose. I probably will quietly say no to 
this and let it pass. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. ACKERMAN. I yield briefly to 

the Congressman from New York (Mr. 
CROWLEY). 

Mr. CROWLEY. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. I listened very 
carefully to the objections. And let me 
just say that if LaGuardia Airport is 
forced to close for 10 minutes, it sets 
off an explosion that affects the entire 
flight paths of the Eastern seacoast. So 
whatever does happen, we were very 
fortunate that we had Captain 
Sullenberger, who was able to land 
Flight 1549 safely. 

This is not just a local concern. This 
is a concern, I think nationally as well. 
The number of geese or fowl that dis-
rupt air travel happens more often 
than the public was led to believe. 

I think that building a facility for 
waste transfer within 2,000 feet of the 
runway is simply ludicrous. We 
shouldn’t be doing that. I think that 
the City of New York and the Depart-
ment of Sanitation needs to rethink 
this one and send it back to the draw-
ing board. 

GARY ACKERMAN and myself are call-
ing foul right now. This should not 
happen. We’re sending that message 
home to our folks back in New York. 

Mr. MICA. I reserve the balance of 
my time to close. 

Mr. ACKERMAN. I would yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, might I in-
quire as to the time remaining? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Florida has 31⁄2 minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. MICA. I yield myself the balance 
of my time. 

b 1630 

Well, this is the conclusion, really, 
on the debate of the FAA authoriza-
tion. It ends with a question of whether 
we should close the dump or keep the 
dump open. 

As I said, I have the greatest respect 
for Mr. ACKERMAN and also for Mr. 
CROWLEY, and I know what they’re try-
ing to do for their constituents. So I 
rise in very quiet opposition, but I do 
have to state the facts, that this is not 
a matter that really should be in the 
bill, but we’ll try to assist our col-
leagues as they’re trying to do the best 
they can for their constituents. 

On the larger question of the bill, Mr. 
Chairman and my colleagues, I also 
rise in opposition to the bill, somewhat 
quietly. Every Member can vote the 
way they’d like. I’m not telling or ask-
ing Republican Members to vote one 
way or another, but you do have to be 
the judge of what we’re doing here 
today. It is important that we do reau-
thorize the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration. We’ve had a 2-year delay, not 
of any fault of my colleagues under the 
great leadership of Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr. 
COSTELLO, and Mr. PETRI, our ranking 
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member. We’ve done our level best to 
make certain that we have the policy, 
the projects, and the funding to have 
the safest aviation system in the 
world. They can be very proud of their 
work. 

Now, we do have some differences of 
opinion on some particular provisions. 
This was voted on before, and some cir-
cumstances have changed. We have a 
new President. He is trying to resolve a 
very contentious labor issue. I don’t 
like putting that issue in now. That’s 
different than when we voted on it be-
fore. We did have a different President 
and a different situation. So here I am, 
a Republican, saying we need to sup-
port our President, but we need to do 
that and to not set a bad precedence 
for all labor issues to be drug before 
Congress in this manner. 

Then, on the question of job creation 
and job killing, I don’t know how many 
jobs are in the provisions for insisting 
on this mandated inspection of foreign 
repair stations. That sounds good, but 
it reverts us back to a time when we 
used to do that in the United States. 
Twice a year, we would inspect every 
one of these stations whether we need-
ed to or not, and that was a diversion 
of our resources. We changed that to a 
risk-based system, and that’s what we 
need to maintain both domestically 
and internationally. 

Finally, 95 percent of this bill was de-
bated before. There is an antitrust im-
munity provision that does repeal some 
provisions we’ve given to airline alli-
ances. It’s a job killer. It’s estimated 
to be over 100,000 jobs. I don’t know 
how many. At a time when people will 
come to us as we return to our districts 
over Memorial Day weekend, we can’t 
leave here and say that we’ve elimi-
nated more jobs. Many of these jobs, 
whether they’re repair stations or the 
airline industry, are good-paying jobs 
that people need so desperately today. 

So the question before us is how we 
vote on this particular legislation at 
this time and place and with these par-
ticular provisions. Some are good. 
Some are bad. I choose to vote ‘‘no’’ 
today. I’m sorry. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. ACKER-
MAN). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
now resume on those amendments 
printed in part C of House Report 111– 
126 on which further proceedings were 
postponed, in the following order: 

Amendment No. 4 by Mr. BURGESS of 
Texas. 

Amendment No. 6 by Mr. MCCAUL of 
Texas. 

The Chair will reduce to 5 minutes 
the time for any electronic vote after 
the first vote in this series. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. BURGESS 
The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 

business is the demand for a recorded 

vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. BURGESS) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the ayes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 420, noes 0, 
not voting 19, as follows: 

[Roll No. 288] 

AYES—420 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 

Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 

Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 

LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Norton 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 

Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pence 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 

Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—19 

Andrews 
Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Berkley 
Boyd 
Deal (GA) 
Driehaus 

Flake 
Johnson (GA) 
Kaptur 
Kingston 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Markey (CO) 
McHugh 

Perlmutter 
Sablan 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Speier 
Stark 

The Acting CHAIR. There are 2 min-
utes remaining in this vote. 

b 1659 

Messrs. ALTMIRE, BUTTERFIELD, 
and MINNICK changed their vote from 
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. MC CAUL 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on amendment No. 6 printed in 
part C of House Report 111–126 by the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. MCCAUL) 
on which further proceedings were 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH5978 May 21, 2009 
postponed and on which the ayes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

RECORDED VOTE 
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 

has been demanded. 
A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 5- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 417, noes 2, 
not voting 20, as follows: 

[Roll No. 289] 
AYES—417 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 

Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 

Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 

Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Norton 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pence 
Perriello 

Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 

Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—2 

Moran (VA) Rahall 

NOT VOTING—20 

Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Berkley 
Boyd 
Clay 
Deal (GA) 
Driehaus 

Flake 
Higgins 
Kaptur 
Kingston 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Markey (CO) 
McHugh 

Nunes 
Perlmutter 
Sablan 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Speier 
Stark 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 

There are 2 minutes remaining in this 
vote. 

b 1707 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The Acting CHAIR. There being no 

further amendments, under the rule, 
the Committee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
WEINER) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
JACKSON of Illinois, Acting Chair of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, reported that that 
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 915) to amend title 
49, United States Code, to authorize ap-
propriations for the Federal Aviation 

Administration for fiscal years 2009 
through 2012, to improve aviation safe-
ty and capacity, to provide stable fund-
ing for the national aviation system, 
and for other purposes, pursuant to 
House Resolution 464, he reported the 
bill back to the House with sundry 
amendments adopted by the Com-
mittee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment reported from the Com-
mittee of the Whole? If not, the Chair 
will put them en gros. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I have 
a motion to recommit at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman opposed to the bill? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I am, in its current 
form. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Campbell moves to recommit the bill 

H.R. 915 to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure with instructions to re-
port the same back to the House forthwith 
with the following amendment: 

At the end of title IV of the bill, add the 
following (with the correct sequential provi-
sion designations [replacing the numbers 
currently shown for such designations]) and 
conform the table of contents accordingly: 
SEC. 426. PROHIBITION OF FUNDING FOR OTHER-

WISE ELIGIBLE PLACE. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) When the Airline Deregulation Act of 
1978 (Public Law 95–504) was enacted, 746 
communities in the United States and its 
territories were listed on air carrier certifi-
cates issued under the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958 (Public Law 85–726). 

(2) In order to address concern that com-
munities with lower traffic levels would lose 
service entirely, Congress created a program 
where, as needed, the Department of Trans-
portation pays a subsidy to an air carrier to 
ensure that the specified level of service is 
provided. 

(5) Most of the small communities eligible 
for the program do not require subsidized 
service. 

(6) As of April 1, 2009, the Department of 
Transportation was subsidizing service at 108 
communities in the contiguous 48 States, 
Hawaii, and Puerto Rico and 45 communities 
in Alaska. 

(7) Air service to Johnstown, Pennsyl-
vania, is subsidized by the United States tax-
payer. Each week, 6 commercial flights take 
off from or land at the John Murtha Johns-
town-Cambria County Airport to or from 
Washington Dulles International Airport. 

(8) Service to John Murtha Johnstown- 
Cambria County Airport is subsidized at a 
rate of $1,394,000 a year through June 30, 2010. 

(9) Since 1990, the John Murtha Johnstown- 
Cambria County Airport has undergone 
$160,000,000 in improvements that include air-
port improvement program, military, com-
mercial, and infrastructure projects. 
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(10) The total Federal investment in air-

port projects at John Murtha Johnstown- 
Cambria County Airport has been approxi-
mately $150,000,000. 

(11) Over the last 10 years, the John Mur-
tha Johnstown-Cambria County Airport has 
received Federal funding, including— 

(A) $800,000 for a grant under the American 
Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (Pub-
lic Law 111-5) to rehabilitate a runway; 

(B) $20,000,000 for a runway extension 
project; 

(C) $750,000 for a 99-year lease of adjoining 
airport land; 

(D) $6,000,000 for a state-of-the-art digital 
radar surveillance system; 

(E) $5,000,000 for a new air traffic control 
tower; 

(F) $14,000,000 for Marine Corps helicopter 
hangar and reserve training center; 

(G) $1,200,000 in 2007 for airport improve-
ment projects; 

(H) $2,760,000 in 2006 for airport improve-
ment projects; 

(I) $1,000,000 in 2005 for airport improve-
ment projects; 

(J) $1,600,000 in 2004 for airport improve-
ment projects; and 

(K) $739,452 in 2003 for airport improvement 
projects. 

(12) It is both wasteful and irresponsible to 
use United States taxpayer dollars to con-
tinue to subsidize air service to an airport 
that has received approximately $150,000,000 
in Federal funding, but has achieved no im-
provement in commercial service provided to 
the airport without subsidization. 

(b) PROHIBITION OF FUNDING FOR OTHERWISE 
ELIGIBLE PLACE.—Section 41742(a) is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(4) PROHIBITION ON FUNDING FOR OTHER-
WISE ELIGIBLE PLACE.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision in law, no amounts author-
ized under paragraphs (1) and (2) shall be 
used for the provision of subsidized air serv-
ice to an otherwise eligible place if the eligi-
ble place has a public airport located 3 miles 
northeast of Johnstown, Pennsylvania, that 
offers scheduled commercial air carrier serv-
ice and general aviation service and has a 
joint military control tower.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California is recognized for 5 minutes 
in support of his motion. 

b 1715 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, as of 

April 1, 2009, the Department of Trans-
portation subsidized air service to 108 
communities in 48 the continental 
United States, Hawaii and Puerto Rico 
and 45 communities in Alaska. One of 
those subsidized airports is the John 
Murtha Johnstown-Cambria County 
Airport in Johnstown, Pennsylvania. 

This airport handles six commercial 
flights a week—six a week—to one 
place, Washington, D.C., a location all 
of 3 hours’ drive from Johnstown, 
Pennsylvania. But for those six com-
mercial flights a week, less than one a 
day to a place only 3 hours’ drive away, 
the Federal taxpayer has spent $150 
million in improvements since 1990. In-
cluded in that $150 million is $20 mil-
lion for a runway extension, making 
the runway large enough to accommo-
date any aircraft in North America, 
$800,000 in the most recent stimulus 
package for runway rehabilitation, $6 
million for a radar surveillance sys-
tem, $5 million for a new air traffic 
control tower, and over $1 million 

every year for improvements since 2004. 
And that’s just for the capital improve-
ments. 

In addition, the Federal taxpayer 
spends $1,394,000 every year in subsidies 
to the single air carrier making, re-
member, less than one flight a day out 
of this airport. That, by the way, com-
putes to nearly $5,000 in subsidy per 
flight, which takes less than 45 min-
utes since it’s only 3 hours’ drive away. 

The defenders of this airport say that 
it has military use in addition; and in 
fact, it does. The defenders of this air-
port point out that there were 28 mili-
tary deployments out of this airport 
over the last decade. That would be 
three deployments per year. So six 
flights a day, three deployments per 
year. We all know about the bridge to 
nowhere. Mr. Speaker, there was a 
bridge to nowhere, and this is surely 
the airport for no one. 

To say that this is wasteful under-
states how bad it is. I wish we could get 
all our money back, but we can’t. But 
what we can do is pass this motion to 
recommit, which simply says that no 
money in this bill is going to be used to 
further subsidize or improve the John 
Murtha Johnstown-Cambria County 
Airport. 

Mr. Speaker, we have debts and defi-
cits as far as the eye can see. If we 
can’t stop wasting the taxpayers’ 
money on boondoggles as obvious as 
this one, why should the public trust us 
at all with any of their money? 

Please support this motion to recom-
mit. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. I rise in opposition 

to the amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from Minnesota is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. This is a surprising 
amendment. This is the first negative 
earmarking that I have witnessed in 
Congress. It is no less than an assault 
upon essential air service to rural 
America. To those on the other side, 
Mr. Speaker, who are laughing now, I 
wonder what their reaction will be 
when another amendment comes to 
deny funding for essential air service 
to an airport in their communities. 
They won’t be laughing. 

This is essentially a harsh amend-
ment. It’s aimed at an airport named 
for a sitting Member of Congress. The 
airport was not named by action of the 
Congress. It was not named by a Fed-
eral agency. It was named by the coun-
ty commissioners of Cambria County. 
This airport serves 1,000 military per-
sonnel. It serves the Pennsylvania Na-
tional Guard. It serves the U.S. Marine 
Corps Reserve and the U.S. Army Re-
serve, and these units have been de-
ployed 28 times in the last 10 years in 
service of the United States abroad. 

The amendment provides that no 
amount authorized under paragraphs 1 
and 2, meaning paragraphs 1 and 2 of 
the essential air service act now in law, 
may be used. That’s funding for air-
ports in small communities and their 

residents who had commercial air serv-
ice prior to deregulation in 1978—I’m 
the author of that provision in the Air-
line Deregulation Act of 1978—to en-
sure that small towns in rural areas 
would not be cut out of America’s na-
tional system of airports and airport 
service and airline service. It has 
worked effectively. Congress has 
trimmed it back where it’s been nec-
essary. 

These contracts are awarded by the 
Department of Transportation for 2 
years at a time, revocable, subject to 
termination at the end of the 2-year pe-
riod, and reviewed again by the Depart-
ment of Transportation. If the airport, 
the airline, the community are not 
using the funds effectively, DOT can 
and has terminated EAS service where 
that service does not meet the stand-
ards of their contract. 

By act of Congress to say we’re going 
to terminate essential air service fund-
ing to a rural community in this Amer-
ica, 150 of us are at risk. If by legisla-
tive fiat you can say no to funding this 
community, no to the people in rural 
America who want access to greater 
America, then we’re all at risk. This is 
wrong. This is mean-spirited. Vote it 
down. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 

objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to recommit. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair 
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum 
time for any electronic vote on the 
question of passage. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 154, noes 263, 
not voting 16, as follows: 

[Roll No. 290] 

AYES—154 

Akin 
Austria 
Bachus 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 

Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Fallin 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 

Gerlach 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Guthrie 
Halvorson 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
Kilroy 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
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Kissell 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latham 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 

Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Olson 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Perriello 
Petri 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Reichert 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 

Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Titus 
Turner 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 

NOES—263 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Cao 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Edwards (MD) 

Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kind 
Klein (FL) 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lowey 

Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Payne 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Platts 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (KY) 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 

Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 

Speier 
Spratt 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 

Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—16 

Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Berkley 
Boyd 
Deal (GA) 
Driehaus 

Flake 
Kaptur 
Kingston 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Markey (CO) 
McHugh 

Nunes 
Perlmutter 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Stark 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are reminded there 
are less than 2 minutes to vote. 

b 1741 

Messrs. WHITFIELD and TEAGUE 
changed their vote from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Messrs. BUYER and BACHUS 
changed their vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

(By unanimous consent, Mr. HOYER 
was allowed to speak out of order.) 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, ladies and 
gentlemen of the House, we will not 
have a closing colloquy, obviously, be-
cause we are going on a break. We end 
what was, from the perspective of 
many, agree or disagree, a very produc-
tive period. As we face now this Memo-
rial Day break, I want to thank all the 
Members. 

I think we have done a lot of work 
over the last 5 months. I think it has 
been a very humane schedule. I hope 
all of you believe that, as well, that we 
have pretty much done it in a time 
frame. That is the good news. 

The bad news is we are going to be 
moving into June and July. I want to 
put all of you on notice, as I have told 
many Members, that I expect June and 
July to be very busy months with 
much work and authorization bills 
coming out of committees, and I also 
expect for us to do the appropriation 
bills during the months of June and 
July. 

The reason I rise is to say, as you 
know, that most Fridays in June and 
July, with the Fourth of July break, of 
course, being the exception, most Fri-
days will be days that my expectation 
is we will be doing work. This Friday 
was a day that we were going to work, 
but we won’t be doing work. The sup-
plemental is not able to be considered 
at this point in time. 

The other thing that I wanted to rise 
and tell all Members is that we have 
gotten into a syndrome. Many of you 
on both sides of the aisle have talked 

to me about this. And I agree with you. 
I count myself in this, so I’m not point-
ing fingers at anybody exclusively. But 
frankly, all of us have gotten into a 
syndrome that when the bells ring, we 
watch how many have voted rather 
than how much time is left. That obvi-
ously is not thoughtful to those who do 
come here to vote within the time 
frame available. And very importantly, 
to the extent that the votes drag out, 
we have our committees in session 
with hearings that have taken a break. 
Chairman FRANK and a number of 
other Members have talked to me 
about it. We leave secretaries of de-
partments and other very busy and im-
portant witnesses, and all of our wit-
nesses are treated without courtesy. 
That is not a good thing for any of us 
to do. 

b 1745 

So I say when we come back—and 
we’ve tried this before and it’s very dif-
ficult, but Members obviously don’t get 
there on time, and some of you are 
going to be angry with me on both 
sides of the aisle, but I’m going to try 
to work with our presiding officers so 
that we keep to a much shorter period 
of time. We have been averaging 25, 26 
minutes; and I would hope that all of 
us would cooperate with one another as 
a courtesy to each of us, our witnesses, 
and the work of this House. 

I hope you have a wonderful Memo-
rial Day break. Come back ready to re-
port on time. Thank you very much. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, 5-minute voting will resume. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the passage of the bill. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This 

will be a 5-minute vote exactly. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 277, noes 136, 
not voting 20, as follows: 

[Roll No. 291] 

AYES—277 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Bono Mack 
Boren 
Boswell 

Boucher 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 

Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
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Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 

Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Platts 
Polis (CO) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 

Rangel 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

NOES—136 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Austria 
Bachus 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 

Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Dreier 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey (GA) 

Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Latham 
Latta 
Linder 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 

Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Minnick 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Olson 
Paul 

Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Rehberg 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 

Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—20 

Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Berkley 
Boyd 
Deal (GA) 
Driehaus 
Flake 

Kaptur 
Kingston 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Markey (CO) 
McHugh 
Nunes 
Perlmutter 

Pomeroy 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Schauer 
Schock 
Stark 
Walden 

b 1753 
So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The title was amended so as to read: 

‘‘A bill to amend title 49, United States 
Code, to authorize appropriations for 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
for fiscal years 2010 through 2012, to 
improve aviation safety and capacity, 
to provide stable funding for the na-
tional aviation system, and for other 
purposes.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 
Mr. BOYD. Mr. Speaker, due to personal 

reasons, I was unable to attend to a vote. Had 
I been present, my vote would have been 
‘‘aye’’ on H.R. 915, FAA Reauthorization Act 
of 2009. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. DRIEHAUS. Mr. Speaker, I regret that I 

was unable to cast a series of votes today on 
the floor of the House of Representatives. 

Had I been present to vote on rollcall No. 
286, Final Passage of the Conference Report 
on S. 454, I would have voted ‘‘aye’’ on the 
question. 

Had I been present to vote on rollcall No. 
287, a Motion to Suspend the Rules and 
Pass, as Amended, H.R. 1676, I would have 
voted ‘‘aye’’ on the question. 

Had I been present to vote on rollcall No. 
288, a Burgess (TX) Amendment to H.R. 915, 
I would have voted ‘‘aye’’ on the question. 

Had I been present to vote on rollcall No. 
289, a McCaul (TX) Amendment to H.R. 915, 
I would have voted ‘‘aye’’ on the question. 

Had I been present to vote on rollcall No. 
290, a Motion to Recommit H.R. 915, I would 
have voted ‘‘no’’ on the question. 

Had I been present to vote on rollcall No. 
291, Final Passage of H.R. 915, I would have 
voted ‘‘aye’’ on the question. 

f 

AUTHORIZING THE CLERK TO 
MAKE CORRECTIONS IN EN-
GROSSMENT OF H.R. 915, FAA RE-
AUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2009 
Mr. OBERSTAR. Madam Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that in the en-

grossment of H.R. 915, the Clerk be au-
thorized to correct section numbers, 
punctuation, cross-references, and to 
make such other technical and con-
forming changes as may be necessary 
to accurately reflect the actions of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
FUDGE). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Min-
nesota? 

There was no objection. 
f 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Ms. Wanda 
Evans, one of his secretaries. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 2200, TRANSPORTATION SE-
CURITY ADMINISTRATION AU-
THORIZATION ACT 

Ms. PINGREE of Maine, from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 111–127) on the 
resolution (H. Res. 474) providing for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2200) to 
authorize the Transportation Security 
Administration’s programs relating to 
the provision of transportation secu-
rity, and for other purposes, which was 
referred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed. 

f 

IRAN’S LAUNCH OF A LONG-RANGE 
MISSILE 

(Mr. QUIGLEY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. QUIGLEY. Madam Speaker, ear-
lier this week, Iran tested a new long- 
range missile. This missile has a range 
of up to 1,200 miles and can reach our 
troops in the region, as well as many of 
our allies, including Israel. 

This was not done in the name of 
peace. Rather, this launch was a grab 
at power, an attempt to threaten Israel 
and our other allies in the region. Now, 
more than ever, we must stand by our 
friends. 

Iran, on the other hand, can only re-
join the society of nations with an 
olive branch, not a ballistic missile. We 
must not allow our allies in Israel and 
across the Middle East to fall under the 
threat of a nuclear Iran, nor can we 
allow Iran to achieve a dominant posi-
tion in the region through intimida-
tion. 

The safety and security of millions of 
people depend on a strong and deter-
mined stance by the American people 
and all of the community of nations. 

f 

CONGRATULATING THE PENN 
STATE LADIES RUGBY TEAM 

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 
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Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today to con-
gratulate the Penn State Ladies Rugby 
Team on winning the Division I Na-
tional Championship. They tromped 
the defending champions, Stanford, 
with a score of 46–7 in the game that 
took place at the beginning of May. 

While the Stanford team had home 
field advantage and a national title to 
defend, Penn State coach Pete Stein-
berg said, ‘‘The key to our success this 
year has definitely been our defense.’’ 

Two of the Nittany Lions players 
were given Most Valuable Player hon-
ors for their aggressive play: Kate 
Daley and Sadie Anderson, a freshman. 

Penn State marked its second win 
against the Stanford Cardinals in the 
two teams’ past five meetings for the 
championship finals. It was the largest 
margin of victory since Stanford’s win 
over Penn State in 2005, which was 53– 
6 

It is clear a healthy rivalry exists be-
tween these two powerhouse rugby 
teams, and I commend the Penn State 
for its perseverance and its victory this 
year. 

f 

b 1800 

WELCOME NEWS FOR THE CON-
STITUENTS OF NEW YORK’S 11TH 
CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT 

(Ms. CLARKE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. CLARKE. Madam Speaker, the 
passage of the H.R. 915 is welcome news 
for the constituents of New York’s 11th 
Congressional District, whom I have 
the honor of representing here in Con-
gress. My district includes Park Slope, 
Carroll Garden and Windsor Terrace 
neighborhoods of Brooklyn, which are 
directly affected by noise produced 
from airplanes approaching and leaving 
LaGuardia International Airport. 

H.R. 915 specifies that it is the ‘‘sense 
of the House that the Port Authority of 
New York and New Jersey undertake 
an airport noise compatibility planning 
study’’ that pays particular attention 
to ‘‘the impact of noise on affected 
neighborhoods.’’ This provides much- 
needed relief and protection to the 
residents that have been disproportion-
ately affected by noise pollution, and I 
stand with my constituents in applaud-
ing its passage. 

This bill prohibits the use of certain 
aircraft that do not comply with Stage 
3 levels, and provides a discretionary 
$300 million annually for the AIP noise 
program in conjunction with other 
noise pollution and environmental im-
pact provisions. 

f 

CAP-AND-TRADE 

(Mr. OLSON asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. OLSON. Madam Speaker, as the 
House moves closer to taking up legis-

lation to tax carbon emissions of 
American businesses, we must consider 
the real costs versus the theoretical 
benefits. 

Recent CBO analysis indicates the 
potential loss of jobs in my home State 
of Texas, by the year 2020, due to the 
cap-and-tax bill that is before the 
House now to be between 53,000 and 
300,000 jobs, resulting in a loss of per-
sonal income between $3.9 billion to 
$22.8 billion. CBO also estimates that a 
15 percent mandatory reduction in car-
bon dioxide emissions could cost the 
average household $1,600 in higher en-
ergy prices, with a disproportionate 
burden placed on low-income families. 

Energy costs are already high, and 
we’re experiencing one of the worst 
economic periods in history. Economic 
impacts aside, we must also look at 
whether this costly program will 
achieve its intended goals. The answer, 
based on the evidence before us, is 
clearly no. A global problem requires a 
global solution. Unilateral U.S. action 
will only hurt our country’s ability to 
compete in a global marketplace. 

Texas and America simply cannot af-
ford to further cripple our already frag-
ile economy with a risky, costly Fed-
eral mandate that does little or noth-
ing to impact the global climate. 

f 

CONDITIONAL ADJOURNMENT TO 
MONDAY, MAY 25, 2009 

Mr. FILNER. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today on a motion of-
fered pursuant to this order, it adjourn 
to meet at 3 p.m. on Monday, May 25, 
2009, unless it sooner has received a 
message from the Senate transmitting 
its concurrence in House Concurrent 
Resolution 133, in which case the House 
shall stand adjourned pursuant to that 
concurrent resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. LEE 
of California). Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia? 

There was no objection. 
f 

FAA REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 
2009 

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute.) 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Madam 
Speaker, because of competing respon-
sibilities, chairing a committee dealing 
with the question of our automobile 
bankruptcy issues and the impact on 
automobile dealers and service pro-
viders, I missed the opportunity to join 
with my colleagues in supporting the 
FAA Authorization Act of 2009, H.R. 
915. So I rise today to emphasize the 
importance of this legislation very 
quickly to the 18th Congressional Dis-
trict in Houston, and to applaud the 
fact of a flight crew fatigue provision 
that will allow a study on the fatigue 
of pilots in order to avoid the tragedies 
that have occurred in recent weeks and 
days. 

Let me also applaud the FAA per-
sonnel management system. Having 
met with air traffic controllers, it is 
important for the FAA to come to 
agreement with the workers and the 
hard workers of the air traffic control-
lers. It is time to have a labor agree-
ment, and this bill allows it. 

And finally, for my constituents to 
have a telephone number—listen out, 
my constituents at IAH—to call if you 
hear that there is noise in the area, the 
airport will be required to do so. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are advised to address their re-
marks to the Chair. 

f 

IRAN’S TICKING TIME BOMB 

(Mr. MCHENRY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. MCHENRY. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to call attention to the tick-
ing time bomb in Tehran. The IAEA re-
ports that Iran has enriched enough 
uranium to make a nuclear bomb. Once 
weaponized, Iran’s nuclear capabilities 
threaten the existence of Israel and our 
allies throughout the region. 

President Obama’s open hand of soft 
diplomacy has been met with firmly 
clenched fists by Iran’s Supreme Lead-
er, Ayatollah Khamenei. With the 
clock ticking, the President must heed 
the advice of Defense Secretary Gates 
and proceed with stricter economic 
sanctions on Iran. 

The administration has threatened to 
drag its feet on Iran until Israel ac-
cepts its terms for a two-state solu-
tion. While peace between the Israelis 
and the Palestinians should be a pri-
ority, I urge the President to recon-
sider using this as a precondition for 
stopping the Iranian nuclear threat 
and nuclear weapon. 

f 

INVESTIGATION INTO ALLEGATION 
ABOUT THE CIA 

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Madam 
Speaker, the CIA and our other intel-
ligence agencies have protected this 
country from every attempt at a ter-
rorist attack since 9/11. 

And yet the Speaker of this House re-
cently said that the CIA had been lying 
to her and to Congress. According to 
title 18 of U.S. Code, that is a felony. 
And if the CIA lies to the Congress, 
there should be a penalty. They should 
go to jail. 

But the Speaker will not allow, and 
the Democrats will not allow, there to 
be an investigation as to whether or 
not the Speaker’s allegations are accu-
rate. And it’s very sad because she is 
impeding and impairing the CIA from 
doing its job. 
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We haven’t had a terrorist attack in 

71⁄2 years because of their intelligence 
capability, and because they’ve done 
their job. And they have been hurt, se-
verely, by the accusations leveled by 
the Speaker of the House, and she is 
not willing to prove that. 

Today we introduced a resolution to 
investigate this, and every Democrat 
in the House voted against it. I think 
it’s tragic. 

This country is at war with the ter-
rorists. We need to do everything we 
can to protect our intelligence agen-
cies. And if she said they lied, then she 
has to prove it. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
REPUBLICAN LEADER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable JOHN A. 
BOEHNER, Republican Leader: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, May 21, 2009. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, U.S. Capitol, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER PELOSI: Pursuant to section 
703(c) of the Public Interest Declassification 
Act of 2000 (50 U.S.C. 435 note), I am pleased 
to reappoint Admiral William O. Studeman 
of Great Falls, Virginia to the Public Inter-
est Declassification Board. 

Our previous appointee, the Honorable 
David Skaggs, intends to resign effective 
June 5, 2009. His initial appointment was 
made because of the change in Congress and 
the presumed statutory intent of the Board 
with the understanding that he would resign 
at the end of his term. 

Admiral Studeman has expressed interest 
in reappointment and as such, I am pleased 
to do so. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN A. BOEHNER, 

Republican Leader. 

f 

AGREEMENT WITH UNITED ARAB 
EMIRATES CONCERNING PEACE-
FUL USES OF NUCLEAR EN-
ERGY—MESSAGE FROM THE 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 111–43) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
and ordered to be printed: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

I am pleased to transmit to the Con-
gress, pursuant to sections 123 b. and 
123 d. of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 
as amended (42 U.S.C. 2153(b), (d)) (the 
‘‘Act’’), the text of a proposed Agree-
ment for Cooperation Between the Gov-
ernment of the United States of Amer-
ica and the Government of the United 
Arab Emirates Concerning Peaceful 
Uses of Nuclear Energy. I am also 
pleased to transmit my written ap-
proval, authorization, and determina-
tion concerning the Agreement, and an 

unclassified Nuclear Proliferation As-
sessment Statement (NPAS) con-
cerning the Agreement. (In accordance 
with section 123 of the Act, as amended 
by Title XII of the Foreign Affairs Re-
form and Restructuring Act of 1998 
(Public Law 105–277), a classified annex 
to the NPAS, prepared by the Sec-
retary of State in consultation with 
the Director of National Intelligence, 
summarizing relevant classified infor-
mation, will be submitted to the Con-
gress separately.) The joint memo-
randum submitted to me by the Sec-
retary of State and the Secretary of 
Energy and a letter from the Chairman 
of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
stating the views of the Commission 
are also enclosed. 

The proposed Agreement has been ne-
gotiated in accordance with the Act 
and other applicable law. In my judg-
ment, it meets all applicable statutory 
requirements and will advance the non-
proliferation and other foreign policy 
interests of the United States. 

The Agreement provides a com-
prehensive framework for peaceful nu-
clear cooperation with the United Arab 
Emirates (UAE) based on a mutual 
commitment to nuclear nonprolifera-
tion. The United States and the UAE 
are entering into it in the context of a 
stated intention by the UAE to rely on 
existing international markets for nu-
clear fuel services as an alternative to 
the pursuit of enrichment and reproc-
essing. Article 7 will transform this 
UAE policy into a legally binding obli-
gation from the UAE to the United 
States upon entry into force of the 
Agreement. Article 13 provides, inter 
alia, that if the UAE at any time fol-
lowing entry into force of the Agree-
ment materially violates Article 7, the 
United States will have a right to cease 
further cooperation under the Agree-
ment, require the return of items sub-
ject to the Agreement, and terminate 
the Agreement by giving 90 days writ-
ten notice. In view of these and other 
nonproliferation features, the Agree-
ment has the potential to serve as a 
model for other countries in the region 
that wish to pursue responsible nuclear 
energy development. 

The Agreement has a term of 30 years 
and permits the transfer of technology, 
material, equipment (including reac-
tors), and components for nuclear re-
search and nuclear power production. 
It does not permit transfers of Re-
stricted Data, sensitive nuclear tech-
nology, sensitive nuclear facilities, or 
major critical components of such fa-
cilities. In the event of termination of 
the Agreement, key nonproliferation 
conditions and controls continue with 
respect to material, equipment, and 
components subject to the Agreement. 

In addition to the UAE’s obligation 
to forgo enrichment and reprocessing— 
the first instance of such an obligation 
on the part of a U.S. cooperating part-
ner in an agreement of this type—the 
Agreement contains certain additional 

nonproliferation features not typically 
found in such agreements. These are 
modeled on similar provisions in the 
1981 U.S.-Egypt Agreement for Peaceful 
Nuclear Cooperation and include (a) a 
right of the United States to require 
the removal of special fissionable ma-
terial subject to the Agreement from 
the UAE either to the United States or 
to a third country if exceptional cir-
cumstances of concern from a non-
proliferation standpoint so require, and 
(b) confirmation by the United States 
that the fields of cooperation, terms, 
and conditions accorded by the United 
States to the UAE shall be no less fa-
vorable in scope and effect than those 
that the United States may accord to 
any other non-nuclear-weapon State in 
the Middle East in a peaceful nuclear 
cooperation agreement. The Agree-
ment also provides, for the first time in 
a U.S. agreement for peaceful nuclear 
cooperation, that prior to U.S. licens-
ing of exports of nuclear material, 
equipment, components, or technology 
pursuant to the Agreement, the UAE 
shall bring into force the Additional 
Protocol to its safeguards agreement. 

The UAE is a non-nuclear-weapon 
State party to the Treaty on the Non- 
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons 
(NPT). The United States is a nuclear- 
weapon State party to the NPT. Arti-
cle 12 of the proposed Agreement pro-
vides that the Agreement shall not be 
interpreted as affecting the inalienable 
rights of the United States and the 
UAE under the NPT. A more detailed 
discussion of the UAE’s intended civil 
nuclear program and its nonprolifera-
tion policies and practices is provided 
in the NPAS and in a classified Annex 
to the NPAS to be submitted to the 
Congress separately. 

The Agreed Minute to the Agreement 
provides U.S. prior approval for re-
transfers by the UAE of irradiated nu-
clear material subject to the Agree-
ment to France and the United King-
dom, if consistent with their respective 
policies, laws, and regulations, for stor-
age or reprocessing subject to specified 
conditions, including that prior agree-
ment between the United States and 
the UAE is required for the transfer of 
any special fissionable material recov-
ered from any such reprocessing to the 
UAE. The transferred material would 
also have to be held within the Euro-
pean Atomic Energy Community sub-
ject to the Agreement for Cooperation 
in the Peaceful Uses of Nuclear Energy 
Between the United States of America 
and the European Atomic Energy Com-
munity (EURATOM). 

In view of the fact that this consent 
would constitute a subsequent arrange-
ment under the Act if agreed sepa-
rately from the proposed Agreement, 
the Secretary of State and the Sec-
retary of Energy have ensured that the 
advance approval provisions meet the 
applicable requirements of section 131 
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of the Act. Specifically, they have con-
cluded that the U.S. advance approval 
for retransfer of nuclear material for 
reprocessing or storage contained in 
the Agreed Minute to the proposed 
Agreement is not inimical to the com-
mon defense and security. An analysis 
of the advance approval given in the 
Agreed Minute is contained in the 
NPAS. 

This transmission shall constitute a 
submittal for purposes of both sections 
123 b. and 123 d. of the Act. My Admin-
istration is prepared to begin imme-
diately the consultations with the Sen-
ate Foreign Relations Committee and 
the House Foreign Affairs Committee 
as provided in section 123 b. Upon com-
pletion of the period of 30 days of con-
tinuous session provided for in section 
123 b., the period of 60 days of contin-
uous session provided for in section 123 
d. shall commence. 

BARACK OBAMA.
THE WHITE HOUSE, May 21, 2009. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, and under a previous order 
of the House, the following Members 
will be recognized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

THE LONG LAMENTABLE DARK-
NESS OF WAR AND THE PATRI-
OTS WHO BRING THE MORNING 
LIGHT 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Speaker, 
it’s been solemnly said that ‘‘the story 
of America’s quest for freedom is in-
scribed on her history in the blood of 
her patriots.’’ Those comments were 
made by Randy Vader. 

America was born of war and has al-
ways had to fight to keep liberty’s 
light shining very bright. 

Monday is Memorial Day. We honor 
those of the military family who went 
somewhere in the world, fighting for 
America’s ideals and protecting the 
rest of us, but did not return home. 
Their blood has stained and sanctified 
the lands of Europe, the Middle East, 
Asia, the Pacific Islands, the soil of 
America and places known only by 
God. 

One of those warriors was Frank 
Luke. Madam Speaker, you may have 
never heard of him, but he is just one 
of the 4.4 million doughboys that went 
over there in World War I. He’s an ex-
ample of the young, tenacious Amer-
ican warrior. 

This is a photograph of him taken 
shortly before his death in 1918. In 
World War I, in September of 1918, in 
just 9 days of combat flying, 10 mis-
sions, and only 30 hours of flight time, 
Second Lieutenant Frank Luke shot 
down 18 enemy aircraft. Let me repeat. 
Eighteen enemy aircraft. 

On his last patrol, though pursued by 
eight German planes, without hesi-

tation he attacked and shot down in 
flames three German aircraft, being 
himself under heavy fire from ground 
batteries and hostile planes. Severely 
wounded, he descended within 50 me-
ters of the ground and, flying at this 
low altitude in France, opened fire on 
enemy troops, killing six and wounding 
many more. Forced to make a landing, 
and surrounded on all sides by the 
enemy, he drew his automatic pistol, 
defended himself gallantly until he fell 
dead with a wound in the chest. 

Frank Luke was 20 years of age. He 
had been in Europe less than 30 days. 
He won the Congressional Medal of 
Honor, and he was the first aviator in 
United States history to win the Con-
gressional Medal of Honor. He was one 
of the 116,000 doughboys who died in 
the War to End All Wars that did not 
return home. 

Author Blaine Pardoe referred to him 
as the ‘‘terror of the autumn skies.’’ 

That was 90 years ago. It has always 
been the young that give their youth so 
we can have a future. And we should al-
ways remember every one of them, 
every one that died in all of America’s 
wars. 

Now we are engaged in a war in the 
valley of the sun and the deserts of the 
gun, in Iraq, and the rugged, cruel, 
rough mountains of Afghanistan. 

My congressional district area of 
southeast Texas has lost 26 warriors 
since I have been in Congress. Here 
they are, Madam Speaker. You notice 
they represent a cross section of the 
United States. They are all races. 
They’re of both sexes. They are of all 
ages, and they’re from all branches of 
the service. They’re from big cities like 
Houston, Texas, and small towns like 
Hull, Sabine Pass, Beach City, Humble, 
Groves; yet, they’re all American war-
riors who gave their lives in combat for 
the United States. 

I will place the names and back-
grounds of these 26 from the Second 
Congressional District of Texas who 
have been killed in Iraq into the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD. 

ROLLCALL OF THE DEAD 
Russell Slay, a Staff Sergeant in the U.S. 

Marine Corps, from Humble, TX. Russell 
played the guitar and he and his buddies 
started a band while in Iraq called the Texas 
Trio. 

Wesley J. Canning, a Lance Corporal in the 
U.S. Marine Corps, from Friendswood, TX. 
Wesley had a quick smile, a captivating per-
sonality, and loved wearing his Marine Corps 
T-shirt to class his senior year of high 
school. 

Fred Lee Maciel, a Lance Corporal in the 
U.S. Marine Corps, from Spring, TX. He is re-
membered as an athlete, a leader in the 
school’s Naval Junior ROTC, and a role 
model for other students. 

Wesley R. Riggs, a PFC in the U.S. Army, 
from Beach City, TX. Wesley liked four- 
wheeling and camping. He was also a mem-
ber of the Houston Olympic weight lifting 
team. 

William B. Meeuwsen, a Sergeant in the 
U.S. Army, from Kingwood, TX. Bill strongly 
believed that we all share a responsibility to 
serve on behalf of God and country, to pro-
tect freedoms we all cherish so deeply. 

Robert A. Martinez, a Lance Corporal in 
the U.S. Marine Corps, from Cleveland, TX. 

Robert was a baseball pitcher at Cleveland 
High and dreamed of getting his degree in 
education and becoming a baseball coach. 

Jerry Michael Durbin, a Staff Sergeant in 
the U.S. Army, from Spring, TX. He was a 
gifted artist with a special talent for original 
cartoon characters and superheroes. He actu-
ally designed his platoon’s boot camp T-shirt 
when he entered the Army. 

Walter M. Moss Jr., a Tech. Sergeant in 
the U.S. Air Force, from Houston, TX. After 
16 years of military service, Walter had a 
reputation for excellence. Even though he 
was in the Air Force, the Navy and Marines 
honored him with the Navy and Marine 
Corps Achievement Medal, and he was also 
awarded the Bronze Star with Valor and the 
Purple Heart. 

Kristian Menchaca, a PFC in the U.S. 
Army, from Houston, TX. Kristian joined the 
United States Army with the goal of using 
his military experience to become a Border 
Patrol agent. 

Benjamin D. Williams, a Staff Sergeant in 
the U.S. Marine Corps, from Orange, TX. 
Benjamin played football in high school and 
as soon as he graduated, he joined the United 
States Marine Corps. 

Ryan A. Miller, a Lance Corporal in the 
U.S. Marine Corps, from Pearland, TX. Ryan 
was so committed to a future defending oth-
ers, he graduated from high school early just 
so he could enlist into the United States Ma-
rine Corps and follow in the footsteps of Dad 
and Granddad. 

Edward Reynolds, Jr., a Staff Sergeant in 
the U.S. Army, from Groves, TX. Friends 
knew Edward as the man that kept them out 
of trouble, pushing them to succeed in life. 

West Point Graduate Michael Fraser, a 
Captain in the U.S. Army, from Houston, TX. 
Twice, Michael led his high school cross- 
country team to qualify for the Texas State 
cross-country meet. 

Luke Yepsen, a Lance Corporal in the U.S. 
Marine Corps, from Kingwood, TX. He was a 
graduate of Kingwood High School, and he 
was known for his big heart and ability to 
live life to its fullest. 

Dustin R. Donica, a Specialist in the U.S. 
Army, from Spring, TX. Dustin loved to joke 
around with his family and his friends, and 
he was known by many for his unique sense 
of humor. 

Ryan R. Berg, a Specialist in the U.S. 
Army, from Sabine Pass, TX. Ryan knew his 
calling after high school was to join the 
United States Army. He wanted to protect 
his country, like he had protected those he 
knew and loved all his life. 

Terrance D. Dunn, a Staff Sergeant in the 
U.S. Army, from Houston, TX. Terrance was 
known as ‘‘Dunnaman’’ to his fellow soldiers. 
If something needed to be done, Dunnaman 
did it, and it was given to him to do because 
they could always count on him to get the 
job done. 

Anthony Aguirre, a Lance Corporal in the 
U.S. Marine Corps, from Houston, TX. Dur-
ing Anthony’s senior year in high school, he 
achieved the rank of cadet captain. Even 
after graduation, Anthony stopped by the 
high school often to proudly talk with the 
Junior ROTC cadets about the Marines. 

Brandon Bobb, a PFC in the U.S. Army, 
from Port Arthur, TX. Brandon thought that 
being a military police officer in the Army 
was the best job in the world. 

Zachary Endsley, a PFC in the U.S. Army, 
from Spring, TX. Zachery enjoyed drawing 
and playing his guitar. He was so good at 
drawing he won several competitions while 
in high school. 

Kamisha Block, a Specialist in the U.S. 
Army, from Vidor, TX. Friends say that 
Kamisha always knew where she was headed 
in life, that she had a big heart and genu-
inely wanted to help make other people’s 
lives better. 
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Donald E. Valentine III, a Corporal in the 

U.S. Army, born in Houston, TX. Valentine 
joined the United States Army because of 
the 9/11 attack on this country proudly fol-
lowing in the footsteps of his father. 

Jeremy W. Burris, a Lance Corporal in the 
U.S. Marine Corps, from Liberty, TX. Jer-
emy survived the initial blast of an IED ex-
plosive and heroically helped save the lives 
of two other wounded Marines before a sec-
ond bomb was detonated—taking his life. 

Eric Duckworth, a Staff Sergeant in the 
U.S. Army, from Plano, TX. Eric’s only two 
wishes growing up were that he serve in the 
military and serve in law enforcement. He 
was blessed to be able to fulfill both of his 
dreams. 

Scott A. McIntosh, a Corporal in the U.S. 
Army, from Humble, TX. Friends say that 
Scott always had a positive outlook, his mis-
sion in life was to meet and make friends 
with every person he came in contact with— 
and he did. 

Shawn Tousha, a Sergeant in the U.S. 
Army, from Hull, TX. During Shawn’s first 
tour of duty in Iraq he decided to re-enlist in 
the Army and make the military his career. 
He ended up serving three tours of duty in 
Iraq. 

It has been said that ‘‘wars may be 
fought by weapons, but they are won 
by warriors. It is the spirit of the men 
who follow and the man who leads that 
gains the victory.’’ That was said by 
General George S. Patton, Jr. near the 
end of World War II. 

These noble 26 are just some of the 
4,962 that have been killed in the line 
of duty taking care of America in 
America’s current wars in the Middle 
East. 

Madam Speaker, this is a photograph 
of the cliffs of Normandy. This is in 
Normandy, France, where 9,347 Ameri-
cans are buried, most of them young 
kids. They liberated and saved France 
and the rest of Europe in the great 
World War II. They never came home. 
The guns have long since been silent on 
Normandy’s shores, but the sands are 
still stained with the blood of the fall-
en soldiers. 

On the 40th anniversary of D-day, on 
June 6, 1984, President Ronald Reagan 
stood at this cemetery and said ‘‘We 
will always remember. We will always 
be proud. We will always be prepared so 
we may always be free.’’ 

So, Madam Speaker, when the sun 
comes up Monday morning, we should 
fly the Flag, stand outside, look to the 
heavens and thank those who took care 
of America in the long, lamentable 
dark night of the hour of war. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

b 1815 

A PEACE PLAN FOR MEMORIAL 
DAY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, 
next Monday is Memorial Day, when 
we honor the sacrifices of the men and 
women who have died in our Nation’s 
wars. The American people will re-
member our fallen heroes in many, 

many ways. We will pay tribute in our 
houses, in our houses of worship, in our 
community centers, in our veterans’ 
buildings, and in our cemeteries. There 
will be family gatherings. There will be 
parades. Veterans will hold memorials 
across this Nation, and countless 
Americans will simply bow their heads 
and say a silent prayer of thanks. 

Sadly, there are more fallen heroes 
to remember this year. Since Memorial 
Day last year, 394 of our brave troops 
have died in Iraq and Afghanistan, and 
by this time next year, I fear there will 
be more brave dead to remember and 
more military families who will be 
grieving; but Memorial Day should be 
more than a time to remember the bit-
ter harvest of war. It should be a time 
for our Nation to seek peaceful alter-
natives to war so that no more of our 
brave troops will die. That’s the best 
way to honor those who have given 
their lives for their country. 

To accomplish this, however, we 
must make the military option the 
very last option that we would choose 
when we develop our national security 
policies. We’ve tried the military op-
tion. Where has it gotten us? We’re 
still bogged down in Iraq and Afghani-
stan. Our foreign adventures have cost 
us over $1 trillion so far, and they have 
contributed to the economic meltdown 
that we’re experiencing now. In Af-
ghanistan, anti-American feeling is 
spreading, and it has become a major 
recruiting tool for those who would 
harm our country. 

I know that these problems were 
dumped into President Obama’s lap 
when he came into office, and I know 
that he is a peacemaker. On Monday, 
in his meeting with Prime Minister 
Netanyahu of Israel, he called for talks 
with Iran, and he called for a two-state 
solution to the conflict between the 
Israelis and the Palestinians. I applaud 
him for both of those positions, but I 
voted against the supplemental funding 
bill for Iraq and Afghanistan because it 
will only continue the policies of occu-
pation, the policies of war that have 
failed us. 

Instead, I urge my colleagues to sup-
port a different approach, an approach 
that will give us a real chance to suc-
ceed. I call this approach ‘‘Smart Secu-
rity Platform for the 21st Century.’’ 

The Smart Security Platform would 
help to eliminate the root causes of vi-
olence in the world by increasing eco-
nomic development aid and debt relief 
to the poorest countries. It would fur-
ther address the root causes of violence 
by supporting conflict resolution, 
human rights, and democracy-building. 

It calls for the United States to work 
with the international community to 
promote diplomacy and to strengthen 
international law. 

It calls for reducing weapons of mass 
destruction, and it calls for reducing 
conventional weapons by supporting 
the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty, 
the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty, 
and the Biological and Chemical Weap-
ons Conventions. It calls for ade-

quately funding the Cooperative 
Threat Reduction Program to secure 
nuclear materials in Russia and in 
other countries and to reduce nuclear 
stockpiles. 

It would invest in renewable energy 
to end our addiction to oil and to stop 
the flow of hundreds of billions of dol-
lars to irresponsible regimes. 

It includes strategies to strengthen 
international intelligence and law en-
forcement to capture individuals in-
volved in violence, while respecting at 
the same time their human and civil 
rights. 

Madam Speaker, Smart Security will 
show the world that America stands for 
peace once again. It will help protect 
the lives of our brave troops, and it 
will keep our country safe and free. 
That is the best way to honor the 
memory of our fallen heroes on Memo-
rial Day. 

f 

U.S. STRATEGY IN AFGHANISTAN 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. JONES. Madam Speaker, last 
week, Congressman JIM MCGOVERN in-
troduced H.R. 2404, legislation to re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to sub-
mit a report to Congress, outlining the 
exit strategy for our United States 
military forces in Afghanistan. 

I am an original cosponsor of this 
bill, which now has 78 cosponsors. I be-
came a cosponsor of this bill because it 
has been nearly 8 years since the 
United States began its military oper-
ation in Afghanistan, and I am con-
cerned that there is no clear strategy 
for victory or end point to our efforts 
in that country. Without focused and 
targeted objectives, adding more man-
power to an effort in Afghanistan could 
cause the United States to go the way 
of many great armies and leave our 
troops in a never-ending, no-win situa-
tion. 

I have heard from many Vietnam vet-
erans who are concerned that Afghani-
stan could become the next Vietnam. 
For example, Andrew Bacevich is a 
West Point graduate, a retired colonel, 
a Vietnam and Gulf War veteran, and a 
professor of military history. He is also 
the father of a son who died in Iraq in 
2007. 

In an article published on May 18, 
2009, in the American Conservative, en-
titled ‘‘To Die for a Mystique: The Les-
sons our leaders didn’t Learn from the 
Vietnam War,’’ he wrote, ‘‘In one of the 
most thoughtful Vietnam-era accounts 
written by a senior military officer, 
General Bruce Palmer once observed, 
’With respect to Vietnam, our leaders 
should have known that the American 
people would not stand still for a pro-
tracted war of an indeterminate nature 
with no foreseeable end to the United 
States commitment.’’’ 

He further wrote, ‘‘General Palmer 
thereby distilled into a single sentence 
the central lesson of Vietnam: To em-
bark upon an open-ended war lacking 
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clearly defined and achievable objec-
tives was to forfeit public support, 
thereby courting disaster. The implica-
tions were clear: never again.’’ 

He further wrote, ‘‘Today, in con-
trast, the civilian contemporaries of 
those fighting in Iraq and Afghanistan 
have largely tuned out the Long War. 
The predominant mood of the country 
is not one of anger or anxiety but of 
dull acceptance.’’ . . . 

‘‘ To cite General Palmer’s formula-
tion, the citizens of this country at 
present do appear willing to ’stand 
still’ when considering the prospect of 
war that goes on and on. While there 
are many explanations for why Ameri-
cans have disengaged from the Long 
War, the most important, in my view, 
is that so few of us have any immediate 
personal stake in that conflict.’’ 

Madam Speaker, while America’s 
military personnel faithfully conduct 
their missions abroad, elected officials 
here in Washington should take seri-
ously their responsibility to develop a 
viable, long-term strategy for these op-
erations. I have spoken to many in the 
Army and in the Marine Corps who say 
that our Nation needs an end point to 
its war strategy. Many of these service-
members have gone to Iraq and Af-
ghanistan more than once, and their 
desire to serve this Nation is greater 
than ever, but the stress placed on our 
all-volunteer force and on their fami-
lies cannot continue forever. 

While the United States continues to 
devote its blood and treasure in Af-
ghanistan, the Afghan Government has 
yet to purge itself of many who are 
funneling support to the Taliban. 

Our men and women in uniform de-
serve to have the President work with 
his military commanders and with the 
United States Congress to develop the 
best strategy for achieving our goals 
and for wrapping up our military com-
mitment in Afghanistan. I hope that 
many of my colleagues in both parties 
will join me in cosponsoring Congress-
man MCGOVERN’s legislation, H.R. 2404. 

Madam Speaker, before I close, as I 
do every night on this floor, I ask God 
to please bless our men and women in 
uniform. I ask God to bless the families 
of our men and women in uniform. I 
ask God, in his loving arms, to hold the 
families who have given a child, dying 
for freedom in Afghanistan and Iraq. 

I close by asking God to continue to 
bless America. 

f 

HUNTINGTON’S DISEASE PARITY 
ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. FILNER) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FILNER. Madam Speaker, May is 
Huntington’s Disease Awareness 
Month. I rise today with my colleague 
from San Diego, Congressman BILBRAY, 
in support of the 250,000 Americans af-
fected by or who are at risk for devel-
oping Huntington’s disease. 

This disease is a degenerative brain 
disorder for which there is no effective 

treatment or cure. HD slowly dimin-
ishes the affected individual’s ability 
to walk, think, talk, and to reason. 
Eventually, a person with HD becomes 
totally dependent upon others for care. 
Because it is a genetic disorder, Hun-
tington’s disease profoundly affects the 
lives of entire families—emotionally, 
socially and financially. 

Over the last few months, several 
families in our San Diego area affected 
by HD have contacted us about the 
constant struggles they face. For ex-
ample, Misty Oto lost her mother sev-
eral years ago to HD. Her 40-year-old 
brother is now showing signs of the dis-
ease. Misty is also at risk for devel-
oping the condition as are her children. 

If that weren’t bad enough, Misty and 
her family and countless others af-
fected by HD are unable to receive the 
medical treatment and care they need. 
People with Huntington’s disease are 
continually denied disability Social Se-
curity benefits because of outdated 
medical guidelines. Once people with 
HD begin to receive disability benefits, 
they still must wait 2 years before they 
qualify for Medicare. As a result, thou-
sands of families affected by HD are 
unable to receive the treatment and 
care they desperately need. Many wind 
up losing everything they own in sim-
ply trying to survive. 

That is why Congressman BILBRAY 
and I have introduced H.R. 678, the 
Huntington’s Disease Parity Act of 
2009. The bill directs the Social Secu-
rity Administration to revise its cri-
teria for determining disability, there-
by making it easier for people with 
Huntington’s disease to collect dis-
ability benefits. 

Mr. BILBRAY, I appreciate our joined 
support. I would yield to the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. BILBRAY. Madam Speaker, it is 
an honor to join with my San Diegan 
colleague, Mr. FILNER, in supporting 
H.R. 678. This is really one of those reg-
ulatory guidelines that doesn’t work 
and that doesn’t address the issue at 
hand. HD is one of those situations 
where the regulation is absolutely ab-
surd and inhumane. The fact is that for 
most people 2 years of waiting may not 
now be very much, but for those with 
HD it could be a death sentence. 

I am honored to join with my col-
league in the movement to address this 
inequity and deficiency in our regula-
tion. I am happy to see that there are 
going to be Members joining us in cor-
recting this situation. I thank you, 
Congressman, for taking the lead on 
this. 

Again, I guess it’s really important 
to show that community and citizen 
involvement does matter. I would like 
to point out, as my colleague did, that 
Alan Rappaport and Misty Oto have 
worked tirelessly at trying to address 
this issue. I urge my colleagues to join 
with me and with, most importantly, 
my chairman, BOB FILNER, in spon-
soring this bill. Hopefully, we’ll be able 
to bring up H.R. 678 as soon as possible. 

Mr. FILNER. Reclaiming my time, I 
thank the gentleman from San Diego. 

When we were both in local govern-
ment, we worked together on numerous 
issues in San Diego, and I’m so glad we 
are working together here in the Con-
gress. 

As we said, there are two major parts 
of H.R. 678. Number one, the Social Se-
curity Administration must revise its 
criteria for determining disability to 
make it easier for people with Hunting-
ton’s disease to collect their benefits. 
It also removes the 2-year waiting pe-
riod between receiving Social Security 
disability payments and their Medicare 
benefits. This will allow HD patients to 
get the treatment they need at the 
onset of the disease, when it’s most im-
portant. 

This is not without precedence, 
Madam Speaker. In 2000, the Centers 
for Medicaid and Medicare Services 
waived this waiting period for those 
suffering from ALS, amyotrophic lat-
eral sclerosis, or Lou Gehrig’s disease. 
Huntington’s disease is tragic, but our 
bill, H.R. 678, will help those who suffer 
from this disease. 

We urge the support of our colleagues 
for this bill. 

f 

THE WAR AGAINST TERROR 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Madam 
Speaker, President Lincoln said, ‘‘Let 
the people know the facts, and the 
country will be saved.’’ 

Today, I listened to former Vice 
President Cheney give the facts to the 
American people about the war against 
terror. I think my colleagues who 
didn’t get to hear it today really ought 
to hear some of the things that he has 
said that were very, very important 
and relevant to the war against terror. 

b 1830 

So I would like to read a few excerpts 
from his speech tonight so I hope my 
colleagues will take these to heart and 
hopefully put them on their Internet 
sites. 

First of all, he said, ‘‘I was and re-
main a strong proponent of our en-
hanced interrogation program. The in-
terrogations were used on hardened 
terrorists after other efforts failed. 
They were legal, essential, justified, 
successful and the right thing to do. 
The intelligence officers who ques-
tioned the terrorists can be proud of 
their work and proud of the results, be-
cause they prevented the violent death 
of thousands, if not hundreds of thou-
sands, of innocent people. 

‘‘Attorney General Holder and others 
have admitted that the United States 
will be compelled to accept a number 
of the terrorists here, in the home-
land,’’ in America, ‘‘and it has even 
been suggested U.S. taxpayer dollars 
will be used to support . . . ’’ the ter-
rorists here in America. 

‘‘The administration has found that 
it’s easy to receive applause in Europe 
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for closing Guantanamo. But it’s 
tricky to come up with an alternative 
that will serve the interests of justice 
and America’s national security. 

‘‘Now the President says some of 
these terrorists should be brought to 
American soil for trial in our court 
system. Others,’’ he says, ‘‘will be 
shipped to third countries. But so far, 
the United States has had little luck 
getting any other countries to take 
hardened terrorists.’’ 

I think only one of them has been 
given to another country. 

He says, ‘‘The administration seems 
to pride itself’’—the Obama adminis-
tration ‘‘seems to pride itself on 
searching for some kind of middle 
ground in policies addressing ter-
rorism. They may take comfort in 
hearing disagreement from opposite 
ends of the spectrum. If liberals are un-
happy about some decisions, and con-
servatives are unhappy about other de-
cisions, then it may seem to them that 
the President is on the path of sensible 
compromise. But in the fight against 
terrorism, there is no middle ground, 
and half-measures keep you half ex-
posed. You cannot keep just some nu-
clear-armed terrorists out of the 
United States, you must keep every 
nuclear-armed terrorist out of the 
United States. Triangulation is a polit-
ical strategy, not a national security 
strategy. When just a single clue that 
goes unlearned, one lead that goes 
unpursued can bring on catastrophe— 
it’s no time for splitting differences. 
There is never a good time to com-
promise when the lives and safety of 
the American people are in the bal-
ance.’’ 

He went on to say, ‘‘It is much closer 
to the truth that terrorists hate this 
country precisely because of the values 
we profess and seek to live by, not by 
some alleged failure to do so. Nor are 
terrorists or those who see them as vic-
tims exactly the best judges of Amer-
ica’s moral standards, one way or the 
other. Critics of our policies are given 
to lecturing on the theme of being con-
sistent with American values. 

‘‘But no moral value held dear by the 
American people obliges public serv-
ants to sacrifice innocent lives to spare 
a captured terrorist from unpleasant 
things. And when an entire population 
is targeted by a terror network, noth-
ing is more consistent with American 
values than to stop them. 

‘‘Somehow, when the soul-searching 
was done and the veil was lifted on the 
policies of the Bush administration, 
the public was given less than half the 
truth. The released memos were care-
fully redacted.’’ They crossed things 
out ‘‘to leave out references to what 
our government learned through the 
methods in question. Other memos, 
laying out specific terrorist plots that 
were averted, apparently were not even 
considered for release. For reasons the 
administration has yet to explain, they 
believe the public has a right to know 
the method of the questions, but not 
the content of the answers.’’ 

And the bottom line, Madam Speak-
er, is our intelligence agencies have 
done a great job in protecting this 
country for the past 8 years ever since 
9/11. We should not be hamstringing 
those, and today I think former Vice 
President Cheney really told the story 
the way it ought to be told, and I hope 
all of my colleagues and every Amer-
ican is paying attention. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. KLEIN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. KLEIN of Florida addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

THE DEATH OF SPECIALIST 
MICHAEL YATES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. KRATOVIL) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. KRATOVIL. Madam Speaker, 
today a native of Maryland’s Eastern 
Shore, Specialist Michael Yates, was 
laid to rest. Specialist Yates, of 
Federalsburg, was killed in a senseless 
act of violence that should serve to 
shine a brighter light on the mental 
health of those serving our Nation. 
Specialist Yates, along with four col-
leagues, reportedly was shot and killed 
by a fellow serviceman on duty in sup-
port of Operation Iraqi Freedom at 
Camp Liberty in Baghdad. 

Growing up on the Eastern Shore, 
Specialist Yates was an avid hunter 
and fisherman and like many of my 
constituents held a deep love for his 
country and a desire to serve in defense 
of freedom. At the young age of 17, Spe-
cialist Yates joined the Army where he 
was sent to Ft. Knox, Germany, and 
then to Iraq, where he served as a cal-
vary scout. 

Specialist Yates had recently re-
turned to Federalsburg where he was 
able to visit with family and friends 
one last time before returning to Iraq 
and ultimately to a counseling center 
at Camp Liberty. It was here that a fel-
low soldier whom he had reportedly de-
scribed to his step-father as ‘‘a fairly 
decent guy who had some major 
issues,’’ shot and killed Specialist 
Yates. 

The death of Specialist Yates and his 
fellow soldiers must serve as a warning 
sign that the time is now, especially 
with an influx of returning veterans to 
make soldiers’ and veterans’ mental 
health a priority and heed Secretary 
Gates’ recommendation to support 
funding for traumatic brain injury and 
psychological health exams for our 
servicemen and -women. Honoring our 
commitment to those who serve our 
Nation means offering them not only 
top-notch medical care for physical in-
juries, but also first-rate mental health 
services to help fight the alarming ris-
ing trend of suicide and mental illness 
among veterans. 

Honoring our commitment means 
more than waving our banners and 
flags at parades. It means putting our 
money where our collective mouth is. 
We owe this to Specialist Yates, as well 
as the friends and families of those in-
volved in this tragic event. 

I have introduced a resolution along 
with fellow colleagues from both sides 
of the aisle who lost constituents in 
this incident honoring their service 
and calling for a greater focus on men-
tal health issues among servicemen 
and veterans. I urge my colleagues to 
sign on and support this resolution 
when it reaches the floor. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. PAUL) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. PAUL addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

REMEMBERING RICHARD WARREN 
OF PAT’S COFFEE SHOP 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
MCHENRY) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MCHENRY. Madam Speaker, 
there is a coffee shop in my district 
and Richard Warren owned that coffee 
shop, and to every veteran that walked 
in the door, he said, Welcome home. 
And today, tonight, on Memorial Day, 
I rise to honor the life and legacy of 
Richard Warren of Mooresville, North 
Carolina. 

He was the owner and operator of 
Pat’s Coffee Shop and a Vietnam vet-
eran. Richard Warren served in the 
68th Attack Helicopter Company of the 
United States Army, and for the last 14 
years, Richard ran Pat’s Coffee Shop in 
Mooresville. Now, this is not your ordi-
nary coffee shop. Pat’s became known 
as the most patriotic coffee shop in 
America. In no time, that little coffee 
shop became exactly what Richard had 
envisioned: a gathering place for local 
veterans. Veterans from all across 
Iredell County and around the region, 
even, would come together every day 
to share their tales and stories—boy, 
were there some stories—over coffee 
and a bite to eat. 

Before long, veterans started bring-
ing mementos from their time in the 
service. Richard hung those pictures 
and memorabilia on the wall and ac-
knowledged every veteran—as I said 
every veteran who walked in that door 
got a very honest ‘‘welcome home’’ 
from Richard Warren. Pat’s Coffee 
Shop became a living shrine to the men 
and women, the veterans, who risked 
their lives to defend America. 
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On one special occasion, former Sen-

ator Bob Dole of Kansas stopped in and 
spent several hours talking to vet-
erans, exchanging stories and tales and 
reminiscing with his fellow brothers- 
in-arms. Pat’s Coffee Shop has had a 
number of visitors. I’ve visited a num-
ber of times. 

But Richard didn’t stop there. Rich-
ard founded also the Welcome Home 
Veterans, a local nonprofit group. He 
would actively help veterans find jobs 
in the community and could have been 
considered an unofficial veterans case-
worker for my office and for Senators’ 
offices as well. Richard frequently con-
tacted my office on behalf of veterans 
who had challenges, who had problems, 
but there wasn’t anything Richard 
would do or wouldn’t do to help a fel-
low veteran. 

So it’s a little wonder that those who 
knew Richard Warren best called him a 
true patriot. In fact, I’ve got a picture 
of a young Richard Warren, he couldn’t 
have been more than 3 years old, sit-
ting in front of a stoop in front of his 
boyhood home with a big backdrop of 
an American flag. It’s a black and 
white photo that I’ve got hanging in 
my office to this day, and I will con-
tinue to have hanging on my wall. It’s 
a true young patriot there, and it’s 
really wonderful American history. 
And I honor Richard by keeping that 
on my bookshelf and in my office. 

Now, I was proud to visit Pat’s Coffee 
Shop on a number of occasions and to 
call Richard Warren a friend. I look 
forward to returning to Pat’s Coffee 
Shop not only to honor the veterans 
but to honor Richard Warren. Our Na-
tion has lost a hero, a man who served 
his country and more and then made 
his life’s work that of service to his fel-
low man. 

Richard Warren will be missed by 
many. He will be missed by the young 
and old alike, veterans and those who 
didn’t have the honor of serving will 
miss him as well 

On this Memorial Day, we honor our 
veterans, the fallen, and I honor of 
Richard Warren. And I know when he 
was greeted at the Pearly Gates, he got 
a solemn and heartfelt ‘‘welcome 
home.’’ 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. QUIGLEY) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. QUIGLEY addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. MORAN) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. MORAN of Kansas addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SCHIFF) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. SCHIFF addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. LINCOLN 
DIAZ-BALART) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

(Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida addressed the House. His re-
marks will appear hereafter in the Ex-
tensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Ms. FOXX) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. FOXX addressed the House. Her 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. MCCOTTER) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. McCOTTER addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. BILBRAY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. BILBRAY addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. PAULSEN) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. PAULSEN addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

BAILOUT FEVER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. LATOURETTE) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. Madam Speaker, 
I thank you for the recognition, and I 
want to thank Leader BOEHNER for 
granting me the leadership hour on our 
side to share some thoughts this 
evening with you, Madam Speaker. 

As the Speaker’s well aware, our 
economy is in pretty tough shape, and 
people all over the country are suf-
fering. But despite the fact that people 
continue to suffer, there is sort of this 
bailout fever here on Capitol Hill, and 
it’s not uncommon for me to go home 
to Ohio and have somebody come up to 
me on the street and say, Hey, where is 
my bailout like the guys on Wall 
Street and like many others? Literally 
billions and billions of dollars. Tax-
payer dollars. People get up, work 
hard, pay their taxes just trying to 
raise their kids and keep a roof over 
their head. Billions and billions of dol-

lars have been sent out in these bail-
outs. 

And we have come to the floor on a 
pretty regular basis to talk about AIG, 
the insurance giant on Wall Street, 
that, to date, has received about a $185 
billion of taxpayers’ money in the form 
of a bailout. We were told that they are 
too big to fail, and quite frankly, even 
though I happen to be a Republican, 
this started on the former President’s 
watch when his Secretary of the Treas-
ury, came to us and said, If you don’t 
give us $700 billion, here’s a three-page 
bill, if you don’t give us $700 by the end 
of the week, we’re going to have a col-
lapse. And sadly, in my opinion, some 
Members of this body abdicated their 
responsibility of oversight and bum 
rushed $700 billion to Wall Street. 

But a funny thing happened in that 
bill that has caused some in this House 
some chagrin and has led us to come to 
the floor on a regular basis and talk 
about a game that’s pretty well known 
by most people in America. It’s a game 
I loved playing as a kid. It’s a game I 
continue to love playing with my kids 
called Clue made by Hasbro. 

And the reason we bring Clue to the 
floor and have is that in the con-
ference, first of all, is this $700 billion— 
have to fast forward to the President’s 
stimulus request earlier this year. As 
this bill was being crafted, there was 
an amendment placed into the stim-
ulus package that said that you know 
what, we’ve given billions and billions 
and billions of dollars to these Wall 
Street firms, but perhaps we should put 
some conditions, or strings, on the 
multimillion-dollar bonuses that are 
being paid out to these folks. 

b 1845 
And the amendment was put in over 

in the other body, in the United States 
Senate, by a Democratic Senator, Sen-
ator WYDEN from Oregon, and a Repub-
lican Senator, Senator SNOWE from 
Maine. And that was in the bill. It 
wasn’t in the House bill; it was in the 
Senate bill. 

So you get together in a conference 
report. Madam Speaker, you know, but 
some folks don’t necessarily know, 
that when the House and Senate pass a 
separate version of a bill, we have to 
have a conference committee. And the 
conference committee works out the 
details and then that conference report 
is brought back to both Chambers for a 
vote on the conference report. 

Well, in the conference committee 
somehow the Snowe-Wyden language 
that indicated that we were going to 
put some restrictions on these million- 
dollar bonuses—multimillion-dollar bo-
nuses to AIG and other executives, that 
language was taken out and, over on 
the second easel, this language, sub-
paragraph (iii), was inserted. 

And this language, Madam Speaker, 
not only removed the Snowe-Wyden 
language, it put in these about 40 words 
that specifically protected the bonuses 
paid to AIG executives and other ex-
ecutives on Wall Street who had re-
ceived, again, billions of dollars of 
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money through the TARP program. 
And so the stimulus bill came to the 
floor with this language protecting the 
bonuses. 

It was a partisan vote on the stim-
ulus bill, pretty much. And all of the 
Democratic Members of the House, 
save 11, I think, voted for the Presi-
dent’s stimulus initiative. And by cast-
ing that vote, they were approving, 
among other things, a piece of legisla-
tion that specifically protected the $173 
million in bonuses that were then paid 
to AIG. 

Well, shortly after it was brought to 
light, because this was a big bill—and I 
should tell you that I don’t think that 
a lot of my colleagues on the Demo-
cratic side of the aisle did this inten-
tionally, because this was a bill of over 
a thousand pages. And the Tuesday 
that the stimulus bill was being consid-
ered on the floor, there was a motion 
made that Members of the House 
should have 48 hours to read whatever 
the final bill was, a thousand pages, 
and that, here’s a novel idea: It should 
be put on the Internet and anybody in 
America that was interested in what 
was in these thousand pages would 
have the opportunity over 2 days to re-
flect on it and, if necessary, if they felt 
the need, to correspond with their 
Member of Congress or their United 
States Senator. 

Well, a funny thing happened to that. 
Even though every Member in this 
body that was present that day voted 
to give every Member in this body 48 
hours to read the bill and the American 
public 48 hours to read the bill, we 
came up and the bill wasn’t ready until 
Thursday night at midnight that same 
week. Somehow, the commitment to 
give everybody 48 hours was forgotten 
and this thousand-page page bill was 
filed at midnight on Thursday. 

It was voted on the next day, Friday. 
And Members who arrived to work that 
Friday morning basically had 90 min-
utes to read a thousand pages. 

So I don’t think, Madam Speaker, 
that everybody read that bill prior to 
casting their vote. I think some people 
were embarrassed when they found out 
they voted to give out $173 million in 
bonuses to AIG executives. I know that 
the President of the United States, 
President Obama, didn’t like it, be-
cause he came on television and he 
said, I’m shocked. I can’t believe that 
this has happened. Why is AIG giving 
out the bonuses? 

Well, he may have been shocked be-
cause he hadn’t been informed either. I 
don’t know. But there are some people 
that should not be shocked. They are 
the people who form the conference 
committee, where somebody took out 
the Snowe-Wyden language that would 
have put some restrictions on these bo-
nuses and inserted this paragraph that 
protected those bonuses. 

And so the conference committee is a 
small group of representatives and sen-
ators and, using the Clue set of obser-
vations, we know that somebody that 
put this language in—the weapon, if 

you remember the Clue game—was a 
pen. That they used a pen to put in the 
language that’s under discussion. 

Here, we have the Clue board slightly 
modified to reflect the United States 
Capitol. I think over the course of days 
we have—the times we have discussed 
this—we have been able to eliminate 
some people and we have been able to 
eliminate some rooms. 

And the people that we have been 
able to eliminate are down here. CHAR-
LIE RANGEL, who is the distinguished 
Chair of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee. He has been quoted in the press 
as saying when he came out of this 
conference committee, It’s pretty 
tough to work with a government 
that’s run by only three people. And so 
I don’t think he had anything to do 
with it. But we’re left with this sort of 
list of suspects. 

Suspect number one that the press is 
blaming is Senator CHRIS DODD of the 
State of Connecticut. He is the chair-
man of the Senate Banking Com-
mittee. There was some discussion that 
he and/or his staff inserted that lan-
guage. 

We know also that the Speaker of the 
House, Mrs. PELOSI, was present during 
that discussion. Senator REID, as the 
leader of the Senate, was involved in 
those discussions. And over here we 
have Rahm Emanuel, who is the Presi-
dent’s chief of staff, and the Secretary 
of the Treasury as well, Mr. Geithner. 

Well, somebody put this language in. 
All we are trying to find out is who put 
the language in, why they put it in, 
and why people were shocked and 
amazed that these bonuses went out 
when the legislation specifically per-
mitted it. 

Now we have made great progress. 
And I have to give great credit to the 
chairman of the Financial Services 
Committee, BARNEY FRANK of Massa-
chusetts. We filed what is known as a 
Resolution of Inquiry because nobody 
would sort of own up to this. We filed 
a piece of legislation here that said, 
Hey, Treasury, how about handing over 
the documents and communications so 
we can get to the bottom of this, so we 
can figure out that it was one of these 
people with the pen in the Speaker’s of-
fice or in the conference room. 

Chairman FRANK moved it through 
his committee. Everybody that was 
present that day voted for it. But now, 
sadly, it’s languishing at the desk and 
the majority leader of the House, Mr. 
HOYER, has chosen not to call it up. 
But, again, to Chairman FRANK’s cred-
it, he has indicated to the Treasury 
that he wants this thing resolved. 

There was a meeting this week with 
members of my staff and members of 
the Treasury, and they have promised 
to produce some documents that, 
maybe the next time, Madam Speaker, 
that we are able to talk about this, we 
can identify who it was that inserted 
the language, on who’s instruction, and 
why. And I think, Madam Speaker, the 
American people are entitled to know. 

Now, as the Speaker knows, aside 
from the financial services bailout, the 

bailout of Wall Street, there’s a lot 
going on with the American auto-
motive industry as well. Chrysler was 
given 30 days to reach an agreement 
with the Italian automaker Fiat. And 
has recently gone into bankruptcy. 

Unfortunately, we have another 
clue—this time, Clue, The Travel Edi-
tion, because some of the facts that 
have been sort of laid out there are 
not, as we dig further, as they appear. 

And so to set the stage, Madam 
Speaker, as you know, the Union, the 
United Auto Workers of America, were 
asked to make significant concessions 
in order to keep Chrysler alive. As a 
matter of fact, on the 28th and 29th of 
April, every union hall, every UAW 
union hall that was involved in Chrys-
ler operations, had an election. And the 
election was whether or not to ratify 
this new contract with the concessions. 

As a matter of fact, in my area in 
Ohio, we have a Chrysler stamping 
plant in a great city by the name of 
Twinsburg, Ohio. In Twinsburg, Ohio, 
the UAW local, Local 122, had done an 
outstanding job of negotiating lan-
guage in this concession package that 
indicated that additional work was 
going to come to Twinsburg. I will 
show you that language in just a 
minute, Madam Speaker. 

So people voted. All the union mem-
bers voted on the 28th and 29th. The 
contract with concessions was ap-
proved. As a matter of fact, in 
Twinsburg Local 122, 88 percent of the 
union members who cast ballots voted 
in favor of the new contract because 
they thought by making these sac-
rifices, it would make a stronger 
Chrysler and they would get to keep 
their jobs and they would get to con-
tinue making automobiles. 

Fast forward to the next day, April 
30. The President of the United States, 
President Obama, announced this deal 
that Chrysler was going to go into 
bankruptcy and the contract had been 
approved and good things were going to 
happen. And on that date at his press 
conference this quote on the far board, 
Madam Speaker, the President of the 
United States said, ‘‘No one should be 
confused about what a bankruptcy 
process means. It will not disrupt the 
lives of the people who work at Chrys-
ler or live in communities that depend 
on it,’’ meaning Chrysler. 

Now I have got to tell you, back in 
Cleveland there was news coverage of 
this series of events. And after the 
President made this announcement on 
April 30th, the champagne corks were 
popping. People were happy. They had 
approved a contract. They had taken a 
hit in their wages and their benefits. 
But they knew that no one should be 
confused that this decision wasn’t 
going to disrupt the lives of the people 
who work at Chrysler or live in the 
communities that depend on them. 

As promised, Madam Speaker, the 
chart now on the easel, this paragraph 
is the specific language that was nego-
tiated by the UAW in Twinsburg, Ohio, 
that indicates when they went to vote 
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to approve this contract on April 28 
and 29, they believed they were agree-
ing to a provision that was separately 
negotiated for their plant that said 
during these discussions, the company, 
Chrysler, agreed to—and basically find 
ways to bring more work to the stamp-
ing plant in Twinsburg, Ohio. 

Well, after the President made his 
announcement at noon, there was a 
conference call between the former 
CEO of Chrysler, Robert Nardelli, and 
interested parties—Members of Con-
gress, governors, people who were in-
terested. And the first question that 
was asked on that conference call—and 
I should say I have asked for the tran-
script of that conference call from 
Chrysler, and they are refusing to give 
it to me. We will try another way. 
There’s always a couple different ways 
to skin a cat. 

But the first question came from 
Governor Granholm from the State of 
Michigan, and she said, basically, Con-
gratulations. This is great news. As a 
matter of fact, Governor Granholm had 
a press conference and she said, Not 
only does this agreement preserve jobs, 
the opportunity for expanding growth 
in jobs in Michigan is very well. At the 
end of this path—which is the tem-
porary idling while the company is in 
bankruptcy—we can see that the jobs 
are going to be there. It’s a defining 
moment for Michigan, and certainly a 
defining moment for Chrysler. 

Well, her question to Mr. Nardelli 
was, We just heard the President’s an-
nouncement. Great work. But he said 
that by this agreement, 30,000 jobs at 
Chrysler had been saved. We know that 
there are 39,000 people who work for 
Chrysler in the United States. So was 
the President speaking in some kind of 
code that we saved 30,000, but we 
couldn’t save all 39,000? 

The answer back from the officials at 
Chrysler who were on the telephone 
call: Absolutely not. Absolutely not. 
The President just had the number 
wrong. And there’s going to be no plant 
closings. Nobody is going to lose their 
job. 

Well, during that same phone call, 
Representative GWEN MOORE, who’s a 
Democratic Member of Congress, does 
a great job on behalf of her constitu-
ents in Milwaukee, asked Mr. Nardelli 
directly about the future of the Keno-
sha, Wisconsin, engine plant, which 
employs 800 people. And he specifically 
indicated that they loved the Kenosha 
plant; it had a long history; it was pro-
ductive; it made money; and the 800 
people up there in Kenosha, Wisconsin, 
didn’t have to worry about anything. 

Sadly, what happened after that con-
ference call, after the President’s an-
nouncement—I think we’ve all seen the 
pictures—this picture of the sort of 
nerdy-looking guy with all those bank-
ers boxes taking the bankruptcy filings 
to the court in New York. 

They were filed that afternoon—the 
same afternoon; April 30. Buried in 
those documents was the fact that 
eight Chrysler facilities in the United 

States of America were going to be 
closed as a result of the bankruptcy 
and, among them, Kenosha, Wisconsin, 
and Twinsburg, Ohio. 

So, again, you had Mr. Nardelli say-
ing Kenosha is great and you had the 
UAW in Twinsburg negotiating an 
agreement where they think work is 
going to come to them, but the news 
was, when the bankruptcy filings were 
read, that they’re going to be closed 
and they’re going to be out of jobs be-
ginning next year. 

b 1900 

Now, to be fair, Mr. Nardelli—you 
know, obviously there were some ques-
tions asked about it. So they asked, 
What happened? He said Kenosha was 
okay. He wrote to Representative 
Gwen Moore of Milwaukee that he mis-
takenly conveyed the status of the 
Phoenix investment. 

He confused Kenosha, Wisconsin, 
with a plant in Trenton, Michigan. So 
not only isn’t it the same State, Wis-
consin. You have sound-alikes. We have 
a lot of Madison, Ohios, and all this 
other business. He apologized to Rep-
resentative MOORE because he said that 
he confused Trenton, Michigan, with 
Kenosha, Wisconsin and that Trenton, 
Michigan, is going to be okay. Don’t 
worry about it. 

The mayor of Twinsburg also was ob-
viously confused because people were 
celebrating. If you think about it, 
Madam Speaker, 88 percent of the 
union in Twinsburg voted to approve 
this contract. Well, you’d have to be 
pretty dumb to vote for a contract that 
was going to end your job. In conversa-
tions with the union leaders and mem-
bership, they didn’t know. They didn’t 
know that by the company going into 
bankruptcy, that they were going to be 
out of a job. Clearly I don’t think 88 
percent of them would have voted in 
favor of a contract that meant that 
they had no job. They were heartened 
by the President’s comments the day 
before that no one should be confused 
about what a bankruptcy means. It 
will not disrupt the lives of the people 
who work for Chrysler or live in com-
munities that depend on it. Now maybe 
this is like a Major League Baseball 
statistic. He needed to have an asterisk 
next to it and in small print say, oh, 
except for those eight plants, those 
eight cities and those 9,000 people that 
work there. But that isn’t what the 
President said, and I think the Presi-
dent meant this. Again, it’s my view 
that the President may have been ill- 
served by those who report to him 
about what was going on at this mo-
ment in time. 

Also, the mayor of Twinsburg, Kath-
erine Procop, who is a great mayor, ex-
pressed some concern. She wrote a note 
to Ron Bloom, who was part of the 
President’s automobile task force 
about, Hey, wait a minute. We were 
watching TV. They said no plants were 
going to be closed. Nobody was going 
to lose their job. Now in Twinsburg, 
it’s 1,200 jobs. We find out our plant’s 

closing. It’s 13 percent of our tax base, 
and 1,200 people are going to be out of 
work. What’s the deal? 

So Mr. Bloom wrote back to Mayor 
Procop on May 6; and he indicated the 
pertinent paragraph, While the original 
February 17 plan submitted by Chrys-
ler was not deemed viable by the task 
force, the more recently proposed Fiat/ 
Chrysler alliance plan has been ap-
proved, which is true. This plan in-
cluded the same plant closure schedule 
as the one originally proposed by 
Chrysler, and the President’s com-
ments were meant to convey the mes-
sage that the bankruptcy of Chrysler 
had in no way changed these plans. 
Now that’s a fine observation, except 
that nobody ever identified any plant 
closings in the February 17 filing or in 
the subsequent filing because they said 
they couldn’t. I think what Mr. 
Bloom’s letter is saying, that no lives 
are going to be interrupted, and no 
communities are going to suffer, ex-
cept for those eight plants, 9,000 people, 
and eight communities that nobody 
knew about, which is a stretch. I mean, 
I have to tell you, it’s a stretch, and 
people have questions. 

So the question now is—and we have, 
again, filed a resolution of inquiry ask-
ing the administration to have the 
automobile task force get with us and 
talk about how this happened. This 
time we have the Clue travel edition. 
We have the Clue travel edition. This 
time it’s not a pen, but we know that 
the weapon was an ax. Nine thousand 
people with an ax are going to lose 
their job. Their jobs have been axed in 
eight communities across America at 
Chrysler. 

So this time on the board we have 
the President of the United States. I do 
not think President Obama knew all of 
the details when he made this an-
nouncement. I have sent him a letter 
saying that I give him great credit for 
the leadership he has shown. But again, 
my observation is that he has not been 
well served. On that conference call 
and part of the team, Larry Summers 
who is an economic adviser to the 
President; Robert Nardelli, who I have 
talked about, the former chief execu-
tive officer of Chrysler; Mr. Bloom; Mr. 
Geithner, the Treasury Secretary; and 
former President George W. Bush. The 
last time we talked about this, some-
body said, Why do you have President 
Bush up there? This all happened this 
year. But I just wanted to be fair be-
cause I know that there are some peo-
ple in this country that blame Presi-
dent Bush for anything that happens 
that is bad. So I wanted to have his 
picture up there as well. 

So somebody in this group—and I 
think I can safely exclude the two, the 
former President of the United States 
and the current President of the United 
States from this list—but when the 
President went to the microphone on 
April 30, 2009, and said no communities 
were going to suffer, somebody in this 
Clue game knew that when the bank-
ruptcy—think about these banker 
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boxes. If you’ve seen that picture with 
the guy with the cart and the bankers 
boxes. He filed them at like 3 o’clock in 
the afternoon the same day. I know 
that the lawyers are quick, and we’ve 
got all kinds of computers and stuff. 
But those documents didn’t get written 
between noon and 3 o’clock in the 
afternoon. Somebody on the Presi-
dent’s task force or somebody at 
Chrysler or somebody someplace knew 
that when those documents, those 
bankers boxes were opened, we were 
going to find eight plant closings and 
9,000 people losing their jobs. I think 
the thing that bothers me more than 
anything, even though people being 
thrown out of work is horrible enough, 
it is that these 9,000 workers at these 
eight plants went to vote on a contract 
where they were giving up big time 
wages and benefits; and they voted, not 
knowing that by casting that vote, 
they were going to lose their job. 
Again, I don’t think any reasonable 
person would make that vote in the 
days before the President’s announce-
ment, knowing that it meant that 
their job was gone. 

So we are going to attempt to deter-
mine now, and we’ve asked the Presi-
dent if he would direct his automobile 
task force to share with us who knew 
prior to April 30, who knew at the time 
the President was saying that nobody 
was going to suffer that, in fact, 9,000 
people were going to suffer. Because I 
have to tell you that again, I think the 
President’s achievement here is signifi-
cant. It would have been real easy for 
his advisers to say, You know what, we 
saved 30,000 jobs, we couldn’t save them 
all, and so there’s going to be some suf-
fering in eight cities and in 9,000 
homes; but overall, we saved three- 
quarters of the jobs at Chrysler. 

Nobody said that. What they said 
was, nobody was going to be without a 
job, and nobody was going to suffer. 

So, Madam Speaker, we’re going to 
work diligently over the next little 
while and see if we can identify who in 
this particular game of Clue took the 
job, took the ax and basically axed 
9,000 people out of a job. In addition, 
the news this week in the bankruptcy 
court and something that we need to 
find out about is who’s responsible. It’s 
not just 9,000 jobs anymore. It’s not 
just eight Chrysler plants. The news 
today, or this week, was that they are 
directing 789 Chrysler dealerships to 
close, that they’re going to take their 
franchises away. According to the Na-
tional Automobile Dealers Association, 
about 60 people on average work at 
each Chrysler dealership in the United 
States of America. So these 789 dealer-
ships times 60, another 47,340 people 
across America, in Ohio, everywhere 
else, are soon to lose their jobs. That is 
going to be on the back of this next 
week, it’s anticipated that General Mo-
tors, which is also having difficulty, 
that they are going to attempt to get 
rid of 2,600 franchise dealers. Again, 
using the math of an average of 60 peo-
ple at each dealership, that’s another 

156,000 people that will lose their jobs 
at General Motors dealerships. 

So altogether, you now have, in addi-
tion to the 9,000 people at Chrysler, 
203,340 additional people that are going 
to be out of work as a result of these 
bankruptcies. Again, I don’t think that 
the President of the United States has 
been well served by his advisers or else 
I don’t think he would have uttered the 
statement that no one should be con-
fused about what a bankruptcy means, 
that it will not disrupt the lives of the 
people who work at Chrysler or live in 
the communities that depend on them. 

We’re now up to, Madam Speaker, 
over 210,000 people that are going to be 
out of work as a result of this decision. 
And because I know that the President 
of the United States is a man of char-
acter, I know that the President of the 
United States didn’t have in his mind 
when he made that observation that 
210,000 people would be out of work be-
cause clearly that number, by any cal-
culus, means that a lot of communities 
are going to suffer, and a lot of families 
are going to suffer, and a lot of people 
across this country are going to suffer. 

Some of us can’t figure out how the 
car company, Chrysler or GM, saves 
money by closing car dealerships. I 
mean, they don’t cost the car compa-
nies any money. It’s kind of a strange 
marketing proposal that you can sell 
more stuff by having less stores. So 
let’s have less stores, maybe we’ll sell 
more cars. That logic is lost on me. 
But maybe somebody on the Clue trav-
el edition can explain it to me. 

Also, in the April 17 edition of Time 
magazine, there is something here that 
in response to pressure from the Obama 
administration, Chrysler has proposed 
more plant shutdowns. Again, that is 
April 17, almost 2 weeks before the 
President says that nobody’s going to 
suffer, no plants are going to be closed, 
and we’re not going to have a problem. 

On top of that—and this one kind of 
puzzles me too. The first thing that 
puzzles me is how you sell more cars 
with less stores. The second one is— 
and this is from the Detroit newspaper 
on May 11 that says that Chrysler 
wanted to spend $134 million in adver-
tising over the 9 weeks that it is ex-
pected to be in bankruptcy; but the 
auto industry task force originally told 
them, we don’t want you spending any 
money on advertising and then be-
grudgingly said, Okay, you can spend 
half of it. That comes as a result of 
Robert Manzo, who is the executive di-
rector of Capstone Advisory Group, 
who is a consultant to Chrysler. He tes-
tified in bankruptcy court that the 
task force—again, the administration’s 
auto task force—believed that it was 
not feasible to spend anything on mar-
keting and advertising over this period 
of time. 

So just as it confuses some of us that 
you can sell more cars with less stores, 
stores that don’t cost the car compa-
nies any money, how you don’t damage 
your sales by not having any adver-
tising. But that is where we find our-
selves. 

So, Madam Speaker, we’re going to 
do Clue the travel edition. And I hope, 
unlike the AIG Clue edition, we have 
people that are willing to come forward 
and say, Yeah, I didn’t think Chrysler 
needed to advertise, or, Yeah, I knew 
that those eight plants and those 9,000 
people were going to be out of a job, 
but here’s why we kept it from them 
when they were asked to approve the 
contract with concessions. 

Now, Madam Speaker, we hear a lot 
that we don’t have the time here in the 
United States Congress to deal with 
some of these issues. I just want to do 
a quick review of the last couple of 
years when that argument has been 
made and share with you the things 
that the United States Congress has 
been dealing with, rather than dealing 
with a variety of subjects, such as gas-
oline prices last year when gasoline 
went to over $4 a gallon and now these 
many, many people who work at Chrys-
ler who are losing their jobs. 

Madam Speaker, I apologize for tak-
ing a long time. I don’t have assist-
ance. You will be pleased to know I 
have also dog-eared the corners be-
cause the last time I did this, my fin-
gernails couldn’t reach under the 
sticky notes and take them off in a 
timely fashion. 

Last year gasoline prices went 
through the roof, and there were a lot 
of reasons for that. There was a feeling 
when Congress went on its district 
work period a year ago August that 
perhaps we should have a debate on a 
national energy policy. I can remember 
calls of ‘‘drill, baby, drill.’’ There are 
people who want nuclear power. There 
are people that want green renewable 
energy, hydropower, geothermal power, 
solar, wind. 

b 1915 

The request was made that we should 
really have a discussion, and let’s talk 
about all the alternatives, and again, 
the ideas that get the most votes from 
the most Members will succeed. But we 
have to do something about gasoline 
prices in this country because our con-
stituents are suffering. 

Well, January 29 was when the Re-
publicans did such a bang-up job of 
being in charge of the Congress that 
the voters threw us out in 2006 and re-
placed us with a Democratic majority, 
and that Democratic majority started 
on January 2007. At the time, gasoline 
was $2.22 a gallon. And people said, 
okay, that is getting up there, but it is 
not horrible. And so on that day, Janu-
ary 29, the most important thing that 
the leadership of the House could de-
cide to put on the floor was a resolu-
tion congratulating the University of 
California Santa Barbara soccer team. 
Now, I assume that every member of 
that team, their families and their fans 
are proud of their accomplishment. 
They certainly deserve to be com-
plimented. But I don’t know, when peo-
ple at home are suffering with increas-
ingly high gas prices, if that is the 
most important thing we can do. 
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Well, it creeps up. We get out here to 

September 5 of the same year. Gas has 
now moved up. The national average is 
$2.84 a gallon. And on that day, the 
most important thing we could do here 
on the House of Representatives was 
recognize National Passport Month. 
And I guess September is National 
Passport Month. You might want to go 
home and jot it down on the calendar, 
Madam Speaker, because I actually 
forgot that was right. 

Gas continues to go up. Here we are 
out here, February 6 of the next year, 
gas $3.03 a gallon, and the most impor-
tant thing that we can do on the House 
floor on that day is commend the Hous-
ton Dynamo soccer team. When you 
are in elected office, you know this, 
Madam Speaker, we are told that if we 
want to be elected, we have to go out 
and get the soccer moms. And so by 
having two of the most important 
things, while gas is going up to over $3 
a gallon, commending soccer teams, I 
think we have the soccer mom vote 
taken care of, and maybe we could 
have gone on to talk about energy. 

Well, we get into May of 2008. Gas is 
$3.77 a gallon. You would think we 
would be talking about a national en-
ergy policy. But on that day, the most 
important thing we could come up with 
was to celebrate National Train Day. 
And I used to be the chairman of the 
Railroad Subcommittee. I like trains. 
But for crying out loud, my constitu-
ents were paying $3.77, and they were 
calling the office in droves saying, 
when are you going to do something 
about gasoline prices? 

Well, we get out here, it continues to 
go up to $3.84 on May 20, and the most 
important thing we can do, rather than 
talking about gasoline prices, is to pass 
a resolution honoring or protecting 
great cats and rare canids. And I can 
tell you, Madam Speaker, I voted for 
that legislation because I know what 
great cats are, lions and tigers and 
things like that. I didn’t know what a 
canid was. I had to go back to my of-
fice and look it up. It is a dog. So on 
the day that gas was $3.84 a gallon, we 
were celebrating and recognizing lions, 
tigers, and dogs here on the House 
floor. 

We are up to June of that year. Gas 
goes up to $4.09. I’m sure we are going 
to talk about energy because people 
can’t even afford to fill up their car 
and go to work. But on that day, June 
10, rather than talking about gasoline 
prices, the most important thing we 
could do here in the United States Con-
gress was to recognize 2008 as the Inter-
national Year of Sanitation. And a lot 
of people back home in Ohio, when 
they were filling up their cars, didn’t 
know that 2008 was the International 
Year of Sanitation. And I don’t know 
that their lives were greatly improved 
because of that. 

Then it finally peaked out on June 
17, 2008, when gasoline hits $4.17 a gal-
lon. Gasoline was over $4 for the first 
time in my lifetime, and I’m 54. And 
I’m sure that we were talking about 

energy on this occasion in June. But 
we weren’t. The most important thing 
we could do was pass the Monkey Safe-
ty Act. And I don’t know any Member 
of the House, Republican or Democrat, 
that wants unsafe monkeys. But clear-
ly, when gas prices were going through 
the roof, the most important thing 
that the greatest legislative body in 
the world could be working on, I would 
hope, wouldn’t be the Monkey Safety 
Act. 

So they said, okay, we get it. Now we 
are going to be serious. We start this 
new Congress. And in the new Con-
gress, we have this horrible problem at 
Chrysler, which is the subject of the 
Clue travel edition. And it began in 
January when 4,000 people at Chrysler 
lost their jobs. And rather than talking 
about that, we honored the life of Clai-
borne Pell, a former United States Sen-
ator. And he certainly was deserving of 
recognition. But 4,000 people are out of 
work. 

We get over here to right before 
March, and now we are up to 9,500 
Chrysler people are out of work, and we 
passed a resolution supporting the 
goals and ideals of National Teen Dat-
ing. Now, as a father, I want teens to 
be safe, and I want them to be dating. 
But again, 9,500 people are out of work, 
and we are recognizing the goals and 
ideals of National Teen Dating. 

Still before we get to the middle of 
March, before we get to a little bigger 
jump up to almost 11,000 people out of 
work, the most important thing we 
could do, and here is a repeat, Madam 
Speaker, apparently, we don’t have 
time to talk about gas prices. We don’t 
have time to deal with people being 
thrown out of work. But apparently the 
United States Senate didn’t act last 
year on the Monkey Safety Act, so we 
debated the Monkey Safety Act again 
and passed the Monkey Safety Act. 

Now you get out here to mid-April, 
and you are now up to 13,000 people at 
Chrysler who are out of work. And you 
would think maybe we are going to be 
talking about that. But instead, son of 
a gun, I guess the Senate didn’t honor 
cats and dogs last year either, and so 
we had to bring back on the floor the 
Great Cats and Rare Canids Act. 

You get out to May, and now there 
are 16,000, a little over 16,000 people at 
Chrysler out of work. And the most im-
portant thing we can do on that day is 
to award a Gold Medal to Arnold Palm-
er for his sportsmanship in golf. Now I 
happen to be an admirer of Arnold 
Palmer of Latrobe, Pennsylvania. I 
think he is deserving of whatever rec-
ognition comes his way. But when 
16,000 people have lost their jobs and 
we have these issues with how we are 
going to help the car companies, how 
we are going to help the people that 
work there, I think even Arnold Palm-
er would have said, honor me next 
week. 

And now we get out to last week we 
are now up to 18,365 people out of work 
at Chrysler, only Chrysler, and again, 
we are about to have another 200,000 at 

automobile dealerships all across the 
country. I’m sure that obviously we 
should have been talking about Chrys-
ler and the auto industry on that day, 
but, son of a gun, they say that history 
repeats itself. We again had to recog-
nize National Train Day here in the 
United States Congress. 

So I would suggest, a little bit more 
than tongue in cheek, that we had 
time. We had time to deal with this, 
Madam Speaker. And for whatever rea-
son, those who are charged with sched-
uling legislation in this floor felt that 
our time was most well spent honoring 
soccer teams, recognizing cats and 
dogs, making sure that monkeys are 
safe in the United States, not once but 
twice, and some of the other things. 

But that isn’t all, Madam Speaker. 
You’re aware that on the day we come 
back, we do suspensions. Suspensions 
are bills that are brought to the floor. 
They are debated for 40 minutes. Re-
publicans get 20 minutes. The Demo-
crats get 20 minutes. And then we have 
a 15-minute vote. So if we put the vote 
together with the suspension, it is 55 
minutes. Just since the beginning of 
this year, this list of bills here on the 
left and their dates of passage, we had 
time to name—these are post offices. 
This list of legislation are post offices. 
So everybody across America should be 
happy that when they go into a post of-
fice it probably has a name on it. And 
these are the post offices that we have 
taken 1 hour a piece to name since the 
beginning of the year. And 1, 2, 4, 6, 8, 
10, 12, 14, 14 hours of putting a name on 
a post office when we could have been 
talking about gas prices. We could have 
been talking about Chrysler. We could 
have been talking about the billions of 
dollars that we are bleeding on these 
bailouts for everybody. But again, 
when you walk in, if anybody, Madam 
Speaker, lives in any of these commu-
nities, they can rest assured that in 
Rye, New York, for instance, if you go 
to buy stamps in Rye, New York, your 
post office now has a name, named 
after somebody, thanks to the United 
States Congress. 

Now the difficulty with that is that 
the people at Chrysler, the 18,000 people 
at Chrysler who have lost their jobs, 
and the 203,000 people who are about to 
lose their jobs at the car dealerships 
across this country, they can afford to 
go in and buy the 44-cent stamps in the 
post office. But clearly, they have 
names. 

Madam Speaker, this is problematic. 
And I think that the people who work 
at Chrysler, the 9,000 people in those 
eight communities and the citizens of 
those eight communities who popped 
champagne corks when they heard the 
President of the United States, and re-
affirmed by Mr. Nardelli, the CEO of 
Chrysler, indicate that their jobs were 
going to be okay and their plants were 
going to be open, and that they cast 
ballots in large numbers signifying 
that they were willing to give up how 
much they made an hour, how much 
they had to contribute in health care, 
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what their pension looked like, because 
they believed that they were going to 
be able to keep their job. 

And that wasn’t true. 
So again, Madam Speaker, we will 

come back again until somebody, 
somebody helps us solve the game of 
Clue. Who took an ax in the Senate 
leader’s office, the Speaker’s office, the 
conference room, who took the ax to 
9,000 hard-working Americans in this 
country, their plants and the commu-
nities that depend upon those tax reve-
nues for police protection, fire protec-
tion, and schools? Who took the ax and 
ended those jobs? 

And again, President Bush was 
meant in jest. I don’t think President 
Obama did this. But others on this 
board, I would posit, had to know, had 
to know prior to the President’s an-
nouncement that this was going to 
happen. And I just don’t think that 
that is right in the United States of 
America. 

Likewise, the 203,000 people that are 
about to be out of work at the dealer-
ships across this country, again, some 
of these dealers, these automobile deal-
ers, some of them paid upwards of $2 
million to have a Chrysler franchise or 
a General Motors franchise. And it 
really boggles my mind that in the 
United States of America if you are a 
car company you can come in and say, 
I don’t want to honor these franchise 
agreements. 

And the news just last week was the 
lawyers for Chrysler are arguing that 
this Federal bankruptcy should super-
sede State franchise law. And even 
though State franchise law says, if you 
sold this guy a franchise for $2 million, 
he is entitled to keep it, they want to 
terminate him and just say, you got no 
business. 

Again, Madam Speaker, I don’t know 
how it goes in your hometown, but in 
my hometown, the car dealers have 
been there, in some instances, for gen-
erations. They support the little league 
teams, the bowling teams, and the 
Chamber of Commerce. A lot of the 
lifeblood of our community is sup-
ported by auto dealers. So I know that 
the President didn’t mean that this set 
of conditions, this set of cir-
cumstances, wasn’t going to disrupt 
people’s lives and wasn’t going to im-
pact negatively on communities all 
across this country. And I am baffled 
that in the United States of America, if 
you, Madam Speaker, took $2 million, 
and I wish I had $2 million, but if you 
took $2 million and bought something, 
that the government could come in and 
just say, guess what? You don’t own it 
anymore. And do you know those 60 
people that work for you, who in some 
instances have worked for you 20, 30 
years? They are out of work. They are 
out of work. 

So Madam Speaker, we will attempt 
to unravel this mystery. I appreciate 
very much the time. And I look for-
ward to working with my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle to determine 
how this could happen in the United 
States of America. 

I thank you, Madam Speaker. 

f 

b 1930 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
REPUBLICAN LEADER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable JOHN A. 
BOEHNER, Republican Leader: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, April 28, 2009. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, U.S. Capitol, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER PELOSI: Pursuant to The 
National Foundation on the Arts and the Hu-
manities Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 955(b) note), I 
am pleased to re-appoint the Honorable Pat 
Tiberi of Ohio to the National Council on the 
Arts. 

Mr. Tiberi has expressed interest in serving 
in this capacity and I am pleased to fulfill 
his request. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN A. BOEHNER, 

Republican Leader. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
HOUSE COMMISSION ON CON-
GRESSIONAL MAILING STAND-
ARDS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to 2 U.S.C. 501(b), and the order of 
the House of January 6, 2009, the Chair 
announces the Speaker’s appointment 
of the following Members of the House 
to the House Commission on Congres-
sional Mailing Standards: 

Mrs. DAVIS, California, Chairman 
Mr. SHERMAN, California 
Ms. EDWARDS, Maryland 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
MEXICO-UNITED STATES INTER-
PARLIAMENTARY GROUP. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to 22 U.S.C. 276h, and the order of 
the House of January 6, 2009, the Chair 
announces the Speaker’s appointment 
of the following Members of the House 
to the Mexico-United States Inter-
parliamentary Group: 

Mr. MCCAUL, Texas 
Mr. DREIER, California 
Mr. MACK, Florida 
Mr. BILBRAY, California 
Mr. NUNES, California 

f 

PROGRESSIVE CAUCUS MESSAGE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. ELLISON) is recognized for 
60 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. ELLISON. Madam Speaker, let 
me just signal that again tonight we 
come before this body as the Congres-
sional Progressive Caucus with the 
Progressive Message. 

The Progressive Message, this idea of 
coming before the American people, 
projecting a progressive message, so 

that the people of the United States 
can say, you know what, there are peo-
ple in Congress today who are willing 
to stand up and say that ideas about 
generosity, of justice, of peace, of in-
clusion, of universal health care, of 
providing access for everyone, these 
are principles, there are people who are 
in that Congress who will stand up for 
these ideas, and that is the Congres-
sional Progressive Caucus. 

And we come and we talk about the 
Progressive Message where we talk 
about the importance of this message 
of saying we will remember great ad-
vances of our country of the past, like 
the civil rights movement, the women 
rights movement, the idea of coming 
together for Social Security, standing 
up for peace, getting us out of Viet-
nam, standing up against the rush to 
war in Iraq and Afghanistan. And 
today, that charge has not failed. That 
charge has not gone unnoticed, and 
we’re here today to keep the call going. 

And tonight for the Progressive Mes-
sage, I’m really pleased to have join me 
a leader who never fails to stand up for 
the people, never shrinks from the call 
of the people, a progressive, dynamic 
leader who hails from the great city of 
Houston, the great State of Texas, 
none other than SHEILA JACKSON-LEE. I 
thank Congresswoman JACKSON-LEE for 
joining me tonight for the Progressive 
Message. Do you want to get us started 
a little bit as tonight we talk about 
health care? 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Let me 
first of all thank the distinguished gen-
tleman, Congressman ELLISON, for his 
leadership and to applaud the effort of, 
if you will, recording, reporting, en-
forcing, and educating individuals on 
the importance of a holistic approach 
to health care reform. 

Certainly, I want to congratulate the 
Progressive Caucus, of which I’m a 
member and my distinguished col-
league is, because we have been spend-
ing time, Madam Speaker, on working 
on these issues, constantly seeking to 
find common ground around a very im-
portant issue, and that is, of course, 
the public option. 

Some of us are concerned and inter-
ested in single payer, and in our meet-
ings that we have had, which is a num-
ber of legislative initiatives, one hap-
pens to be H.R. 676. But what we are 
speaking about is to keep all doors 
open, all voices open, because as you 
can see, the idea of coming together 
around fixing the health care system is 
going to ensure that we have the kind 
of baseline of service that will help all 
Americans. 

And let me just make a point to my 
distinguished colleague. We were just 
in a hearing on the collapse or the 
bankruptcy of Chrysler and General 
Motors, and I call it a collapse, and I 
call it a crisis. And why? Because we’re 
putting people out of work. Even with 
the bankruptcy structure they’re clos-
ing dealerships. They are closing mi-
nority dealerships. They’re laying peo-
ple off work. 
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Well, it was projected in a hearing by 

some of our colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle that it was this labor 
union health care cost that brought 
the industry to its knees. I refuted that 
by saying it was the lack of health care 
in America, and thank goodness for 
labor unions who are willing to protect 
their retirees and the workers and give 
them health care. 

And so just take the example of hav-
ing this access to health care, this pub-
lic option, this new reform that would 
help ensure the 47 million uninsured or 
give companies an option. That would 
have helped General Motors and Chrys-
ler, not putting the burden on labor 
unions. 

And let me digress for just one mo-
ment, and I appreciate the gentleman 
yielding to me, and I just have to do 
this because it has to do with focus. It 
has to do about what is important for 
this Congress to go forward on. 

And today, as you well know, there 
was an individual that stood up to offer 
a privileged resolution regarding our 
Speaker, and I just for a moment have 
to champion her cause and say that 
these are the kinds of distractions that 
take us away from focusing on the 
needs of the everyday men and women 
of America. There’s some representa-
tion about comments regarding the 
briefing that our Speaker received as it 
relates to torture. I was there during 
that period of time, and I am well 
aware of the atmosphere. 

First of all, we should note the 
Speaker has indicated to have all files 
released, one point. The second point is 
in the 1990s, or let’s say after 9/11, we 
had the presentation being given by 
the Bush administration at the United 
Nations, and the backbone of that pres-
entation happened to be the Agency. Of 
course, we seem to be living in an at-
mosphere of being misled. 

So, to my friends on the other side of 
the aisle who don’t look at the real 
facts of this case, I ask them to do so, 
but then I ask them to wake up and 
ask the question of themselves: What 
do Americans want us to do? They 
want us to address the question of re-
cession. They want us to address the 
question of mortgage foreclosure. And 
they want us to address the question of 
health care. 

And so, for that reason, let me thank 
you for allowing me to be here. We will 
be having town hall meetings in my 
congressional district. I look forward 
to travelling to other districts, joining 
my colleagues to talk about the public 
option, the value of the single payer. 

And the message that I leave here is 
I don’t believe any aspect of health 
care reform should be left out. I frank-
ly believe that under the public option 
designation, which means that there is 
something similar to Medicaid and 
Medicare in a more efficient manner, 
you could in essence put a single payer 
choice under that particular structure 
so that just as people are arguing for 
individuals to keep their own doctors, 
you could in fact say, well, you want 

choice in this way, I want a choice in 
public option, and we can come to the 
table and meet ourselves head-on and 
find the kind of relief that the Amer-
ican people need. 

So I’m delighted to be here with my 
good friend and colleague, Congress-
woman WATSON, and you have my con-
fidence and support on how we move 
forward in the evidence of your great 
works in bringing to the American peo-
ple what we need to do for good health 
care reform. 

Mr. ELLISON. Let me thank the gen-
tlelady. We hope that she can stick 
with us because we’ll be here for a lit-
tle while, but I want to turn right now 
to another champion of the progressive 
values around health care, around di-
plomacy, around so many critical 
issues. Congresswoman DIANE WAT-
SON’s been a stalwart champion, and so 
I want to invite the gentlelady right 
now to just give some opening com-
ments and reflections on this critical 
health care debate that’s going on 
right now in our Nation’s Capital and 
across America. 

Ms. WATSON. Thank you so much 
for yielding, and Madam Speaker, 
thank you for presiding this evening. 

I wanted to join my colleagues be-
cause it’s important that we speak on 
such a critical issue as health care, and 
as we all know the United States is the 
only industrialized Nation to not offer 
universal health care to its citizens. 
Currently, there are only 47 million 
people without health insurance, and 
as a Nation we’re facing a real health 
care crisis. 

Did you know that blacks are far 
more likely than whites to die from 
strokes, diabetes and other diseases? 
Six million African American adults 
are uninsured or experiencing gaps in 
their coverage, and one-third of all 
adult African Americans are without 
health care. Sixty-one percent of Afri-
can American adults who are uninsured 
during the year reported medical bills 
or debt problems, compared to 56 per-
cent uninsured white adults and 35 per-
cent uninsured Hispanic adults. 

About one-third of African American 
adults visited an emergency room for a 
condition that could have been treated 
by a regular doctor if one had been 
available, compared to 19 percent of 
Hispanics and 19 percent of whites. His-
panics and African American working 
age adults in the United States are at 
greater risk of experiencing gaps in in-
surance coverage, lacking access to 
health care and facing medical debt 
than white working age adults, and 
usually when African Americans come 
in to a health facility, they come in 
more acutely ill. They go into emer-
gency and end up in the surgical suite 
at a great cost. 

Uninsured rates for working age Afri-
can American adults are also high, 
with one-third, or 33 percent, more 
than 6 million adults uninsured who 
are experiencing a gap in coverage dur-
ing the year. Sixty-two percent of His-
panic adults, age 19 to 64, an estimated 

15 million adults were uninsured at 
some point during the year, a rate 
more than three times as high as that 
for white working age adults. 

Minorities are less likely to be given 
appropriate cardiac medicine or to un-
dergo bypass surgery. Studies show sig-
nificant racial differences in who re-
ceives appropriate cancer diagnostic 
tests and treatments. 

Mr. ELLISON. To the gentlelady 
from California, the statistics you’ve 
laid out are excellent, and I’m sure we 
all need to hear more of that. But I 
just want to ask you for a moment, if 
I may, in all the statistics that you 
have read—and they’re startling—as 
you walk around your district in Cali-
fornia and you talk to people, just reg-
ular folks like at the grocery store, do 
they tell you stories about their lives, 
which really are reflective in some of 
the statistics that you have been shar-
ing with us? I yield. 

Ms. WATSON. Absolutely, and I just 
want to mention the demographics of 
my district. I have a third African 
American, a third other people of color, 
and a third majority, and I have some 
very wealthy real estate and some very 
poor real estate in my district. And 
what I do to accommodate their con-
cerns is send out a questionnaire, and I 
have five regional advisory groups that 
come maybe every quarter to my office 
in the conference room, and I list their 
concerns. And then we go over each one 
of the concerns, and what comes at the 
top is education. 

But health care depends on the area 
that you’re in. The very wealthy people 
can pay for their 50-minute hour with 
their psychiatrist. So health might 
come in the middle or down in the 
lower area of their responses. But in 
the lower socioeconomic areas, you can 
always find it near the top. Education 
is at the top but health care would fol-
low. 

Mr. ELLISON. So as you walk your 
district and you talk to folks, just reg-
ular folks, whether they be from the 
rich district you’re talking about or 
the not-so-rich district, you’re saying 
that people are concerned about this 
issue of health care? 

Ms. WATSON. Yes, they are, and par-
ticularly in this era when we have a 
critical economic crisis they are really 
concerned about health care. They’re 
out of a job. They don’t have any insur-
ance. They don’t even get their retire-
ment. Some of them worked for, I 
would say one of those discount master 
store. I won’t call any names. 

b 1945 

And they work part-time and there 
are no benefits. And these are the peo-
ple that fall at the end of that spec-
trum. 

Mr. ELLISON. Well, I thank the gen-
tlelady for yielding back. We’re going 
to be right back with the gentlelady in 
a moment. 

But at this time I’d like to get into 
the conversation one of the very fine 
physician who happens to be a Member 
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of this esteemed body, and we’re so 
happy that he is a member of the Pro-
gressive Caucus too, and that is JIM 
MCDERMOTT, a physician, Member of 
Congress, a long-term practitioner of 
medicine, who is going to give us a 
thought on his reflections on where we 
are in health care, and as a member of 
the Progressive Caucus. 

And I yield to the gentleman from 
Washington. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Thank you very 
much, Congressman ELLISON. 

I think that one of the interesting 
things about the debate that’s going on 
in Congress right now is that the de-
bate seems to be that we can’t have a 
single-payer system in this country. 
The people aren’t ready for it, or it 
won’t work, or whatever, there’s all 
kinds of myths around that. 

And one of the fascinating things 
about it is that now, as we come to the 
President’s proposal, he’s proposing 
that we have a public option among 
those choices that people will have 
when the national health plan is put in 
place. 

Now, everybody immediately says, 
oh, we don’t want a public option. We 
don’t need that. The private industry 
has—they’ll come up with enough op-
tions and people will have choices. The 
problem is people won’t have money to 
pay the premiums. 

Well, the fact is that the American 
health insurance industry has had full 
chance to do it since 1933, when Frank-
lin Delano Roosevelt took this off the 
agenda. They’ve had more than 60, 
more than 70 years, almost 75 years to 
come up with a plan to cover all Amer-
icans, and they have not done it. 

Now, there has to be a public option, 
and it has to be a good option. There is 
an interesting book, if people are inter-
ested in reading about this whole 
thing, it’s called Do Not Resuscitate, 
meaning do not resuscitate the health 
insurance industry that’s dying. But 
that means we’ve got to have a good 
public option out there for people to 
choose. 

Now, people say, why do we need a 
public option? 

You need the competition of the pub-
lic option to drive the health insurance 
industry prices down. 

What’s happening today—in fact, 
when Mrs. Clinton tried this effort 15 
years ago, in 1993, we had almost 1,800 
insurance companies in this country. 
That industry is rapidly contracting to 
the point where today we have around 
800. And in many States, particularly 
rural States in this country, they have 
one choice of an insurance company, 
not two. So you’ve got an insurance 
company, or maybe they’ll have two. 
But there’s no competition in that 
kind of situation. And you need the 
government plan. 

Now, the reason? Why is that? Well, 
very simply, Medicare has administra-
tive costs of about 3 percent. That 
means you give a dollar to Medicare, 97 
cents goes out in health care benefits 
to older people in this country. If you 

give money to a private insurance com-
pany, 82 cents, on average, goes out to 
people. In many companies it’s 70 cents 
is all that gets out to people who are 
sick. 

So we need a Medicare-like, a govern-
ment option to compete with private 
industry to drive down those costs, be-
cause costs are what are killing our 
health care system today. Costs are 
going up much faster than inflation. 
People are finding their deductible 
higher. They are finding their co-pays 
higher. They’re spending more money 
out of their pocket, even though they 
have health insurance. They think, 
well, I’m covered. I’ve got this illness, 
but I don’t have to worry. I’m just 
going to go and have it taken care of. 
And suddenly they find out they’ve got 
huge bills left after, and that’s because 
the plans are simply not taking care of 
people’s needs. And we need a govern-
ment option. 

Now, there are several things about a 
government option. First of all, it has 
to be one in which it takes anybody. 
You can’t give the insurance compa-
nies or anybody else the ability to say, 
I’d like to take that person, but I don’t 
want to take that person. That per-
son’s old or that person looks sick, so 
I don’t want to take care of them. I 
just want to take premiums from peo-
ple who are healthy. 

And the government option has to be 
one that takes everybody, and so do all 
the private insurance industry. If we 
have a health care bill that goes out of 
this House that does not have insur-
ance changes in it that requires every-
body to be taken, then we haven’t done 
what we need. 

You heard the disparities in minority 
communities in this country, and it’s 
also, it’s just poor people. It’s really 
not minorities as much as it’s poor 
people who don’t have the same kind of 
health care that people do who have a 
lot of money. I mean, that’s the way it 
is. And we ought to be honest about 
this and say if we’re going to do a na-
tional plan, it takes everybody. 

Now, it also has to give the same set 
of benefits. Whether it’s a private plan 
or a public plan, it ought to have the 
same benefits. 

Now, if the private industry can com-
pete with a government plan, that’s 
fine. But if they can’t, they’re going to 
have to find ways to bring their prices 
down. They’re going to either have to 
squeeze their profits or do something 
to change the way that goes. 

Pre-existing conditions. I had a pa-
tient or a woman in my district who 
was an opera singer. She went to Ger-
many, had a contract in Munich. The 
minute you go into Germany you’re in 
the German system. You’re taken care 
of. 

Her daughter got leukemia. They 
spent thousands and thousands of dol-
lars treating the child. She came back. 
The child had remission, and so they 
came back to the United States. The 
woman couldn’t find an insurance com-
pany in the United States that would 

give her insurance, except at exorbi-
tant rates, $2,000 a month. 

Now, why is it that the Germans can 
figure a way to do that, and we can’t in 
this country? 

And my view is that you have to have 
no pre-existing conditions, you’ve got 
to let everybody in, and you’ve got to 
give the same set of benefits. And I 
think that the public option is essen-
tial for any bill that goes out of here. 

Mr. ELLISON. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Yes. 
Mr. ELLISON. I’d just like to pose a 

question to the gentleman. There is a 
Web site called feedback progressive 
Congress. This is a Web site. It’s called 
feedback.progressivecongress; 250 peo-
ple went to that Web site and asked the 
question, how will you stop denial of 
pre-existing conditions? 

And I yield back to the gentleman. 
For those 250 folks who got on the Web 
site and want to know, what do you 
think? 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. You essentially 
make a decision at the Federal level 
that we are going to require all insur-
ance companies to take everybody. 
They cannot use pre-existing condi-
tions. 

One of the things that happened back 
in the Forties was a bill was passed in 
this House called the McCarran-Fer-
guson Act, and that said that all insur-
ance decisions should be made at the 
local level. So we gave it to the States. 
So you’ve got 50 different insurance 
commissioners doing 50 different 
things all over this country. 

When we come to a national health 
plan that Barack Obama’s going to 
sign, it has to have a national standard 
that every insurance company has to 
cover everybody. And you can’t say, 
well, you know, they are this ethnic 
group or they’re a little bit overweight 
or they smoke. The only thing you can 
make changes is on age. Obviously, as 
you get older, there is more likelihood 
that you’re going to have problems. 
But that’s the only kind of rating that 
there can be in a system that’s going 
to be fair to everyone in this country. 

And the insurance companies, they 
obviously didn’t want to take care of 
this woman’s kid because they knew 
that the chance was she might have a 
recurrence of her leukemia, and they 
could see her sitting right there and 
know she had had the disease, so they 
said, that’s a pre-existing condition. 
We don’t want that family. 

You can’t let that happen when we 
write this national plan. It has to be 
written right here on the floor. They 
can’t trust it to 50 States because some 
States will have a good insurance com-
missioner and some will have people 
who are not quite so publicly spirited. 

And my view is that we have to make 
that decision, and I think the Presi-
dent will support us in that. 

Mr. ELLISON. If the gentleman 
would yield again. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Sure. 
Mr. ELLISON. Forgive me for these 

questions, but at this same Web site, 
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which is feedback.progressive 
congress.com, the question was posed, 
Will you, meaning the Congress, vote 
against a reform plan without a public 
option? 

And then it goes on to say, a couple 
of months ago, Progressive Caucus 
made a promise to vote against any 
health care reform bill that does not 
include a strong public option. Health 
reform without a public option is no 
health reform at all. Will you continue 
to stand by your pledge to the Amer-
ican people to insist on a public option 
for health care by voting against any 
bill that does not include it? 

And this question was asked by 1,434 
people. And the first person to ask the 
question was Mike. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Well, in my view, 
if we have a plan brought out on this 
floor without a public option in it, it is 
not universal coverage, because that 
means the insurance companies have 
won the whole game. And if they be-
lieve in the free enterprise system, 
then they believe in competition, and 
they ought to be able to compete with 
a government plan that’s well done, 
and not given any special advantages, 
just the fact that it’s going to be done 
without profit, so you’re not going to 
be worrying about—insurance compa-
nies worry about profits for stock-
holders. The government doesn’t worry 
about profits for stockholders. It wor-
ries about giving services to human 
beings. That’s why the administrative 
costs in Medicare are so much less than 
those of an insurance company. 

So I can’t imagine myself voting for 
a plan that does not have a public op-
tion in it. 

And I’ll tell you one of the little 
tricks that people have to be watching 
for. In the part D in Medicare, which 
was the drug benefit, they said, well, if 
there aren’t two plans in an area from 
the private sector, then they would go 
to a public option. Guess what? The in-
dustry went out there and got involved 
everywhere, mostly because we gave 
them such heavy subsidies that they 
could make a lot of money. So they 
said, yeah, we’ll go in and treat, we’ll 
deliver drugs to people in this country. 
And it was a false public option. It says 
public option in the bill, but they knew 
it would never happen because they 
subsidized the pharmaceutical industry 
to such an extent that it just never— 
they were making money so they 
stayed and did it, and we didn’t need a 
public option. 

Mr. ELLISON. Well, if the gentleman 
would yield, I want to get Congress-
woman LEE involved in the conversa-
tion. We’ll be right back with the gen-
tleman in a moment because I know 
the gentleman has plenty more to go, 
the good doctor from Washington 
State. 

But we do have with us Congress-
woman BARBARA LEE, who is wearing a 
fabulous blue suit tonight, but more 
importantly than that, has been a 
fighter for people for so many years on 
so many issues; currently, the chair-

person of the Congressional Black Cau-
cus. 

Congresswoman, give us your 
thoughts on the progressive vision for 
health care in America, the debate 
going on right now and all across 
America. 

I’ll yield to the gentlelady. 
Ms. LEE of California. Thank you 

very much. I want to thank the gen-
tleman for yielding, for his generous 
comments, and for your leadership. 

And a couple of things I’d just like to 
say as I was listening to the discussion 
tonight. 

First of all, and Doctor, Congressman 
MCDERMOTT, I’m very pleased and de-
lighted that you laid out why a public 
option is necessary to reduce health 
care costs. That fact, I think, is often 
missed in this health care reform de-
bate. 

I personally think that single- 
payer—and I have to applaud Congress-
man CONYERS and all of those who are 
supporting H.R. 676. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Me too. 
Ms. LEE of California. That’s where 

we should start. That’s where we 
should start. And whether one agrees 
or disagrees with single-payer, that op-
tion has to be on the table for us to 
even move toward universal affordable 
health care for all. But I hope that we 
end up with single-payer. 

And when you look at Medicare and 
when you look at single-payer, it 
works. It has worked for many of our 
veterans in terms of cost containment 
of medical costs. The VA is allowed to 
purchase pharmaceuticals and drugs at 
a price that is lower than on the open 
market, and so it just makes a lot of 
sense. So a public option is absolutely 
necessary, and I’m very proud of the 
fact that the Congressional Black Cau-
cus has gone on record calling for a 
public option. 

Also, let me just mention the impor-
tance of closing health care disparities. 
I was listening to Congresswoman WAT-
SON earlier talking about that. When 
you look at the disproportionate rates, 
for example, of HIV and AIDS or of dia-
betes or of other diseases in commu-
nities of color and, of course, on top of 
that, we have the poor, and rural com-
munities. 

b 2000 

So, if we don’t look at closing health 
care disparities and look at a strategy 
for that and at health care reform, 
we’re going to end up with another 
two-tiered system. We will have health 
care reform for those who can afford it, 
but we’ll have the millions of people 
who have historically had these dis-
parities, because of the economics of 
their lives and because of the cir-
cumstances of their lives, who won’t be 
included at all in any new health care 
reform effort. 

I, personally, don’t believe health 
care should be an industry. I mean 
profits should not be made off of sick-
nesses and illnesses. We should begin to 
understand that, as we keep health 

care as a profit motive only, we’ll 
never have the type of system that’s 
affordable and accessible for all. 

Prevention: What is it? An ounce of 
prevention is worth a pound of cure. 
We have to focus on prevention in any 
health care reform. Many of us have 
ended up in emergency rooms with our 
families, and we see what happens in 
emergency rooms. Many people, espe-
cially in communities of color, end up 
going to emergency rooms for primary 
care or they go to emergency rooms 
when it’s really too late and when they 
could have had some form of preventa-
tive treatment. So we have to look at 
prevention as key in this reform de-
bate. 

Also, community clinics: Community 
clinics provide access to the poor and 
to rural communities as well as to 
urban communities and to commu-
nities of color. So I hope, in any debate 
and in any health care reform we have, 
that community clinics become central 
in that effort. 

Mental health care: Congressman 
MCDERMOTT, you are a psychiatrist by 
trade, by profession. I’m a clinical so-
cial worker. We’ve fought for years for 
mental health parity. Now mental 
health parity, thanks to Congressman 
PATRICK KENNEDY and to Senator KEN-
NEDY, it’s the law of the land. In any 
health care reform efforts, we have to 
include mental health as being as im-
portant as one’s physical health. 

So, Congressman ELLISON, I’m really 
pleased that you’re continuing to beat 
the drum for the Progressive Caucus on 
the issue of health care reform. You 
are putting forth our vision of health 
care reform, which is really a vision 
that addresses the majority of Ameri-
cans in our country. It actually affects 
all Americans and it impacts all Amer-
icans. So the progressive promise, 
which the Progressive Caucus laid out 
several years ago, is a promise for the 
entire country. 

Tonight, once again, we’re talking 
about that promise. Hopefully, that 
promise and that dream will be realized 
as we move forward and provide health 
care for all. 

Mr. ELLISON. Will the gentlelady 
yield for a question? 

Ms. LEE of California. Yes, I will 
yield. 

Mr. ELLISON. The Progressive 
Congress.org asked for questions for 
the Progressive Caucus and for other 
progressive legislators on the issue of 
health care. Fifty-nine people want to 
know: What about the chronically ill? 

There is a lot of talk about sub-
sidizing ‘‘those who can’t afford it.’’ 
What about subsidizing the chronically 
ill, who have to pay outrageous fees for 
minimal access? What will you do for 
them? Is it the sick who need health 
care subsidies, those who truly cannot 
afford it at any income level? 

You mentioned HIV/AIDS. You men-
tioned other chronic illnesses. I wonder 
if the gentlelady has any views on that 
topic. 
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Ms. LEE of California. Sure. The 

chronically ill should be a priority in 
our health care reform effort. Unless 
one has health care insurance—which, 
of course, in any health care reform 
plan, one can maintain one’s health in-
surance. So, if one has the insurance to 
cover chronic illness, that’s great and 
that’s fine. That coverage will be main-
tained. For the chronically ill who 
have run out of funds and who don’t 
have any money and who don’t know 
what to do next, we have to include the 
chronically ill in our health care re-
form package. We have to include long- 
term care and other types of provisions 
and policy initiatives for our senior 
citizens, for example, or for the dis-
abled, who deserve long-term care. This 
has got to be covered. This is a must. 

I believe the Progressive Caucus gets 
it, and I think the rest of the country 
gets it. So we have to make sure that 
this is part of our effort and of our leg-
islation. 

Mr. ELLISON. I thank the gentlelady 
for yielding back. I hope the gentlelady 
can hang on with us for a little while 
longer. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Could I just say 
one thing? 

Mr. ELLISON. Yes, the gentleman 
from Washington. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Representative 
LEE raised the question of profits for 
insurance companies. 

Between 2000 and 2007, the insurance 
companies profits in this country went 
from $2.4 billion to $12.9 billion. 

Mr. ELLISON. If the gentleman 
would yield, would you repeat that? 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. $2.4 billion to $12.9 
billion. That’s an increase of 428 per-
cent. 

Mr. ELLISON. Wow. 
Mr. MCDERMOTT. Now, you’re going 

to see ads on television saying, oh, this 
government option is the worst thing 
that has ever happened to this country 
and that we need to save the poor, 
struggling insurance companies. Just 
remember those figures. 

The average collective salary of the 
executives, the CEOs, is $118 million. 
That’s an average of $11.9 million a 
piece. If you’re running an insurance 
company and you’re making $11.9 mil-
lion, what do you think your real in-
terest is in taking care of people? Your 
interest is in getting as much money as 
you can. Give it to the stockholders 
and keep it for yourself. That’s why we 
have to have a public option where the 
public good is the driver in what we try 
to do. 

Mr. ELLISON. Will the gentleman 
yield for a moment? 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Yes. 
Mr. ELLISON. In Minnesota, we have 

a health care company where a par-
ticular executive, who is no longer 
there, made $100 million every year. If 
he made $90 million one year, he’d have 
to chalk that up as a bad year for him. 
Here is my question: 

If this hypothetical but real gen-
tleman only made, say, $10 million a 
year—just $10 million a year—wouldn’t 

there be at least another $80 million to 
$90 million a year just out of his salary 
alone to extend coverage to more peo-
ple? 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Of course. 
Mr. ELLISON. Would the gentleman 

or the gentlelady like to address this 
issue? 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. I mean the answer 
is so obvious that I know you’re not 
asking me a question, because it’s clear 
that the money that people are paying 
in premiums is not going to pay for 
health care. It’s going to pay for a 
whole lot of other things. That’s why 
we want a strong public option that 
takes the money that people pay and 
has it pay for health care. 

Mr. ELLISON. Would the gentlelady 
like to weigh in? 

Ms. LEE of California. Health care is 
big business. It’s profit-driven. It’s big 
business such as any corporate entity 
in our country. In any health care re-
form package, we have to make sure 
that it is not the profit motive that’s 
driving health care reform. All of us 
have instances where we know of either 
constituents or of family members who 
have to wait on an account executive 
to make a medical decision for them, 
and that account executive has to go 
back to the corporate officials to deter-
mine whether or not this individual 
will be allowed a certain medical treat-
ment. That is wrong. It’s really uneth-
ical. It’s hard to believe that that is 
still happening in our own country. 

Let me just say that I lived in Eng-
land for 2 years, and I’m not saying 
there is any system that we need to 
look to as a model, but I have to just 
tell you that I lived in Great Britain. 
My first son was born in Great Britain. 
I’ve lived under a different health care 
system, and I know what that system 
provided, not only to British citizens 
but to me, and I was a U.S. citizen who 
was living there for 2 years. It was a 
system that was much further ad-
vanced than, I think, we have ever had 
in our own country. 

I say that because there are other 
ways to do this, and we need to look to 
see what the best ways are in terms of 
health care systems throughout the 
world. It’s being done differently, and 
people are benefiting in other coun-
tries, and we just need to know that 
there are other options. 

Mr. ELLISON. Will the gentlelady 
yield just for a moment? I just want to 
ask you a question. I pose this question 
to both the Members of Congress who 
are with us tonight. 

Aren’t you talking about socialized 
medicine? Aren’t we supposed to be 
scared of this? 

I yield to the gentlelady. 
Ms. LEE of California. Well, let me 

just say that, by any stretch of the 
imagination, I don’t believe that Eng-
land is a socialist country, and I’m not 
talking about socialized medicine. I 
know what ‘‘socialized medicine’’ is. 

What I’m talking about is making 
sure of our values as American people, 
as people who care, the least of these 

being ‘‘I am my brother’s keeper;’’ ‘‘I 
am my sister’s keeper.’’ I’m talking 
about the most powerful, the most 
wealthy industrialized country in the 
world having 47 million people unin-
sured, and it’s growing. There are 10 
million more now as a result of this 
economic downturn that has resulted 
from these last 8 years of Bush’s eco-
nomic policy. 

So come on. We have to begin to look 
at how we begin to reflect our values as 
Americans in this great democracy, 
and we have to begin to say that we’re 
going to be concerned about everyone 
who deserves health care but who does 
not have health care. So, no, that’s not 
socialized medicine. Trust me. I know 
what socialized medicine is, and I don’t 
think anybody on this House floor 
would want to see our country enact a 
socialized medical system. 

What we want is a universal, acces-
sible, affordable health care system for 
all regardless of one’s ability to pay, 
regardless of one’s disability, regard-
less of preconditions, regardless of 
one’s ethnicity, regardless of one’s eco-
nomic status. As long as people don’t 
have the money to purchase a large 
health care policy, then they should at 
least be provided with a public option 
so they can live. This is about, you 
know, life. This is not about counting 
beans. This is about life and death 
issues. 

Thank you. 
Mr. ELLISON. If the gentlelady 

would yield back, I just want to pose a 
question to the gentleman from Wash-
ington, Congressman MCDERMOTT. 

Before you make your point, could 
you just address this issue? I think, as 
we go through this debate, there will 
be people who will say that a public op-
tion is nothing but socialized medicine. 
In fact, I’ve heard this word ‘‘socialist’’ 
thrown around already in this Con-
gress. What do you say to this? 

I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. MCDERMOTT. Well, first of all, 

the American people would be offered a 
plan from the United States Congress. 
Yet, as the President has said, if you 
have insurance, you can stay right 
where you are. If you’re satisfied with 
it, stay right there. Don’t worry. 
You’re not going to be made to do any-
thing, but we are going to offer you a 
choice of a public option. Now, if you 
don’t like what you’re in now and you 
want to move over to the government 
program, you can do it. 

That is not socialism. That is not 
forcing everybody to do the same 
thing. That’s saying, if you want to 
stay where you are, fine, that’s all 
right, but if we put together a good 
public option and it looks better to 
you, it’s your free choice. 

Mr. ELLISON. If the gentleman 
would yield for a moment, should 
Americans not be afraid of some of 
these terms that are tossed around? Is 
there nothing to fear? Is that what 
you’re saying? 

I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. MCDERMOTT. I’m saying that 

you’re going to see a big campaign of 
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fear mongering, of trying to make peo-
ple afraid by using all kinds of words. 
The fact is that they are simply decep-
tive in the worst sort of way when peo-
ple are vulnerable and when they’re 
sick. Then somebody tells them, ‘‘Oh, 
you don’t want that because—’’ 

In 1993, there were some ads on there 
called ‘‘Harry and Louise.’’ They’re sit-
ting at the kitchen table, and Harry 
says to Louise, Do you know that the 
plan that Mrs. Clinton is putting to-
gether is going to take away your 
health care? 

Well, that was simply to scare peo-
ple, and people, since they weren’t 
sure, decided they didn’t like her plan, 
but we could have had this 15 years 
ago. We could have had a change in 
this country 15 years ago. Now we get 
a second chance. This time, the people 
are in much worse shape than they 
were then. Business wants it. Labor 
unions want it. Even doctors today who 
were sort of against Mrs. Clinton’s plan 
now are saying, you know, you can’t 
deal with insurance companies. So 
you’ve got a whole bunch of different 
people this time who are saying we 
need a public option that can make the 
system fairer and that can work for ev-
erybody in the country. 

The people can choose. The American 
people are not stupid. They’re not 
going to fall for this kind of adver-
tising that they used the last time. 

Mr. ELLISON. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding back. I’ll yield to the gen-
tlelady from California. 

Ms. LEE of California. Yes. I would 
just like to say that the question has 
to be asked of the public: 

Why would companies with big bucks 
run these advertising campaigns? It’s 
to try to scare people. This money 
that’s going to be put out there is very, 
very—I would say—wrong. Again, Con-
gressman MCDERMOTT said that it’s al-
most preying on the most vulnerable 
when they need help, when they need 
something. So it’s sinister to mount 
that type of a campaign and to believe 
that any of us would want socialized 
medicine. It’s a scare tactic. I think we 
all have seen this before. 

I thank you, Mr. ELLISON, for having 
these Special Orders, because we’ve got 
to sound the alarm and beat the drum 
and let people know that no one is 
talking about socialized medicine. 

b 2015 

I hope the country hears us loud and 
clear. No one is talking about social-
ized medicine. We’re talking about af-
fordable, accessible health care for all 
with choice as being central to that 
policy. 

Mr. ELLISON. I thank the gentle-
lady. 

Let me point out as we walk into this 
new round of debate in health care, 
there is a pretty well-accomplished Re-
publican adviser and consultant who 
has come out to be heard on this issue. 
And the gentleman, Frank Luntz: 
‘‘Warns GOP Health Reform is Pop-
ular.’’ This has been published. This is 

a headline. Mr. Luntz is telling his con-
stituency that health reform is pop-
ular, and he’s warning the GOP what 
they should do if they ever want to 
come out of the cold. 

Dr. Frank Luntz, a top Republican 
consultant on the language of politics 
is warning the GOP that the American 
people want health care reform and 
that lawmakers need to avoid directly 
opposing President Barack Obama. 
‘‘You simply must be vocally and pas-
sionately on the side of reform,’’ Luntz 
advises in a confidential 26-page re-
port—I guess it’s not so confidential 
now—obtained from Capitol Hill Re-
publicans. ‘‘The status quo is no longer 
acceptable if the dynamic becomes 
President Obama is on the side of re-
form and Republicans are against it. 
Then the battle is lost and every word 
in this document is useless.’’ 

I think it’s important to bring this 
out because we, of course, care about 
our Republican colleagues. We’re all in 
the same body. And I think the advice 
to them is to avoid the fear stuff, be-
cause as Frank Luntz, a man who 
knows this stuff, has said, health re-
form is popular. 

I wonder—I mean, do either one of 
the esteemed Members have any views? 
Is this health reform that is talked 
about all over the Nation, is it pop-
ular? Do people really want it, and does 
a politician who stands against reform 
run the risk of paying the price at the 
polls? 

I offer the question to either Mem-
ber. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Well, you know, 
the Republicans didn’t do anything in 8 
years on this issue. Nothing. Not one 
more person was covered than was be-
fore. In fact, the number of uninsured 
went from 35 million to almost 50 mil-
lion during the period that George 
Bush and his cohorts were running this 
place. 

The American people in November of 
2008 made a decision: we want change. 
We want something different. And 
President Barack Obama has offered 
the leadership and has said this is the 
way we ought to go and has laid it out 
and the Congress is working on it. Any-
body who opposes this in the long run 
is going to be taking a real risk in the 
next election saying, Oh, I was against 
that because—because why? Because 
you wanted to give the insurance com-
panies everything? Is that what it was 
you were after? Or is it because you 
don’t think that we can make any 
changes in the system; the system is 
perfect? 

One of the things I was going to 
quote for you, there is a man named 
Zeke Emanuel. He’s the brother of our 
President’s administrative assistant. 
He’s the head of the department of 
clinical bioethics at the National Insti-
tutes of Health, and he says this: the 
U.S. health care system is considered a 
dysfunctional mess. Conventional wis-
dom has been turned on its head. If a 
politician declares that the United 
States has the best health care system 

in the world today, he or she looks 
clueless rather than patriotic or au-
thoritative and they run the risk of op-
posing—if they oppose this, they are 
going to look like they are out to 
lunch. 

And I think that’s not a good situa-
tion to be in when you’re running for 
re-election. 

Ms. LEE of California. You can’t tell 
me that the 47 million uninsured in our 
country are all in Democrats’ districts. 
You can’t tell me that it’s only Demo-
cratic Members’ constituents who are 
uninsured. The lack of health insur-
ance is an equal opportunity destroyer. 
So just as with the economic recovery 
package, I said over and over again, 
people have lost their jobs not only in 
Democrats’ districts but in Republican 
districts. And so the public wants 
health care reform. I don’t care what 
party they’re registered with and who 
represents them. 

We have to also remember that given 
this economic downturn, the first rea-
son for bankruptcies, the top of the 
list, health care. Health care. That’s 
the reason people are filing bank-
ruptcy. The first reason, the cost of 
health care. 

Mr. ELLISON. Well, you’ve opened 
up an issue that I would like to explore 
for a moment, and that’s an issue of 
cost and expense, how much is it cost-
ing. I think the gentleman from Wash-
ington already talked about the exorbi-
tant expenditure. And this chart I have 
to the right—projected spending on 
health care as a percentage of gross do-
mestic product—what this chart shows 
is that we are nearly approaching 50 
percent of gross domestic product when 
you add up all of health care. This big 
shaded area, the light blue-gray area 
here is all other health care. This little 
thin slice is Medicaid, and this low 
slice down here is Medicare, which we 
all know is one of the most efficiently 
run health care systems that we have— 
by the way, a single-payer system. 

And we’ve seen, as the percentage of 
GDP that if we add it all up, it’s get-
ting up to 50 percent. And my question 
is—and by 2082, it will be 50 percent. 
Here we are back here. It’s been 
crouching up. And now we’re in the 
realm of approaching 15, 14 percent. 
But if it keeps on growing, we will be 
paying 50 percent of our gross domestic 
product in health care by 2082, which, 
quite frankly, is not that long from 
now. 

These numbers are going in the 
wrong direction. 

I also want to bring up another chart 
very briefly. And this chart talks about 
net insurance program administrative 
costs as a percent of total spending. 
The fact is, if you look at Medicare, ad-
ministrative costs are pretty low, 
about 5 percent or less. Medicaid, a lit-
tle higher, 8 percent. Top five private 
companies, 17 percent. Small group, 29 
percent. Individuals, 41 percent. Aver-
age private insurance, 14 percent. 

My question is, can we continue to 
see administrative costs be so high? 
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When we talk about having an insur-
ance program, what are the implica-
tions for the average citizen trying to 
get health care? 

I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. MCDERMOTT. Let me give you 

just one figure out of that. 
When we looked at that in 1993, the 

administrative costs were—we could 
save $140 billion by going to a single- 
payer system. The administrative costs 
in that system are totally out of con-
trol. 

I’ll give you another way to look at 
it, to really think about it. France has 
been judged to have the best health 
care system in the world by the World 
Health Organization. They spend one- 
half as much per person as we spend in 
the United States, and they have one 
doctor for every 430 people. And in the 
United States, we have one doctor for 
every 1,230 people. 

Now, you can’t tell me that the 
French are that much smarter than us, 
that they could figure out how to get 
the best health care system—we’re 
rated 37 when you look at infant mor-
tality and maternal mortality and lon-
gevity and morbidity for hypertension 
and for diabetes and all of these other 
things. We are not in the best health 
care system in the world despite of 
what we’re spending. 

Mr. ELLISON. But are we number 
one in any particular aspect? 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. We’re number one 
in how much money we spend. 

And my view is there’s plenty of 
money in this system if we were more 
efficient and had more primary care 
physicians. I put in a bill that would 
make medical school in public medical 
schools free. In exchange for that, a 
medical student coming out would 
serve 4 years in primary care in under-
served areas or inner-city areas—areas 
where people are underserved, whether 
it’s the urban or the rural area. And we 
would take the debt load off our stu-
dents. That would cut down the costs 
of medical care in this country. 

We can do some things that would be 
real game changers if we were to 
change. Right now, most medical stu-
dents go through and go into a spe-
cialty because they have to pay off 
their debts. And we can stop that. 
There are a lot of ways we can cut 
costs if we start thinking about those 
issues. 

Mr. ELLISON. I thank you. 
If I could yield to the gentlelady 

from California 
Ms. LEE of California. It doesn’t take 

a rocket scientist to understand that 
the billions of dollars going for admin-
istrative cost that drive up the cost of 
health care is what I’m talking about 
when we’re talking about the profit 
motive and the fact that there are big 
bucks being made in the health care in-
dustry. And that is what is driving up 
the cost of health care in many re-
spects. 

So we have to get to a system that 
allows for, yes, profits for those who 
want to make profits, for those who 

have those types of health care, you 
know, who can afford those types of 
health care premiums. But also we’ve 
got to have some fairness and some jus-
tice in this health care system for 
those who can’t afford those kinds of 
plans. 

And, in fact, single-payer, as Con-
gressman MCDERMOTT said earlier, it’s 
been shown that you drive down the 
cost of health care if you have single- 
payer. And I think the American peo-
ple need to believe this and understand 
this, and if they just look at what you 
just showed us earlier in terms of the 
cost of health care and if you have a 
system that is fairer, then you will 
drive down those costs and then every-
one will be able to afford health care. 
And that has nothing to do with run-
ning any company out of business. I 
support companies, the business sector, 
making money, making profits. I was a 
business owner for 11 years. So I get it. 
But I don’t get how in the world can 
you do that at the disadvantage of 47 
million-plus who are desperate for 
some kind of health care coverage. 

So we have to deal with this quickly. 
Mr. ELLISON. If I could ask the gen-

tlelady a question. You just noted that 
you were a business owner for 11 years. 
How does a public option, single-payer 
impact small business people? Is this 
going to put them out of business as 
we’ve heard, the scare tactics and so 
forth? Or would this, perhaps, help 
them out? 

Ms. LEE of California. I will tell you 
as a former small business owner, had 
we had single-payer, my business would 
have thrived a little more. Small busi-
nesses need help. Small businesses 
want to insure their employees because 
they know that a happy workforce, a 
workforce that has good benefits, good 
wages, decent wages, living wages, 
that’s how productivity is ensured. 
When you have businesses that are 
struggling to survive because they 
can’t afford the cost of health care, 
they need some help. 

A single-payer system would help 
small businesses with their health care 
costs. And I have talked to many, 
many, many small businesses about 
health care reform, and many of them 
agree they need some help because 
they know that health care reform 
could drive their costs up and they 
don’t want that, they don’t need that. 
And we have to make sure that our 
small businesses are treated fairly and 
that the employees have health care 
coverage. And the single-payer system 
would certainly help small businesses 
move forward and insure their employ-
ees. 

Mr. ELLISON. I thank the gentlelady 
for making that clear about small busi-
ness because it is important that for 
people to know that we have this bur-
geoning coalition of people who want 
to see single-payer, at least want to see 
a public option. Clearly, we know that 
the forces of labor would like to see 
this public option and many of them 
call for single-payer. We know that the 

Chamber of Commerce has said we need 
health care reform. They may not be 
calling for single-payer, but some are. 
We know doctors are. But also as you 
pointed out, it’s critical to know small 
business people would benefit from sin-
gle-payer or at least a public option, 
which is critical. 

And I just want to say, as we begin to 
wrap up the night, that the need for 
health care reform in a public plan is 
essential. Reform will alleviate the 
burden on families by lowering costs, 
ensuring timely access to affordable 
health care, making sure that every-
body has access to preventative care to 
help keep people healthy so those peo-
ple that you were referring to don’t 
have to worry about their employees 
being sick and not coming to work. 
They got a plan so they’re coming back 
to work every day. 

And allowing workers to change jobs 
without worrying about losing health 
care. In this age of increasing unem-
ployment, should a person lose their 
job and lose their health care? It’s a 
scary prospect, and I suppose I pose 
that question to the gentlelady as well. 

As you talk to your constituents and 
you walk around the City of Oakland 
and you’re in the grocery store, and 
you’re in the park and in the commu-
nity meetings, what are you hearing 
about people’s fears as it relates to how 
they might lose their job—I mean, lose 
their health care if they should happen 
to become unemployed? 

b 2030 
Ms. LEE of California. You know, 

right now people are worried. First of 
all, in a country as great as ours; in a 
country that spends over $600 billion 
for defense, and more; in a country 
that spent close to a trillion dollars on 
wars that should not have been fought, 
it is a shame and disgrace that a per-
son has to fear and worry about losing 
a job and health care. I can’t under-
stand this. I can’t believe that our val-
ues are there. 

I think that this is a debate that has 
ethical and moral dimensions for us as 
a people. And I can’t imagine any 
Member on this House floor wanting to 
see a person lose a job, and then health 
care, and not want to do something 
about it immediately. 

So I want to thank you for your lead-
ership. I want to thank the Progressive 
Caucus for their leadership. And we’re 
going to stick with this public option. 
We want disparities closed. We want 
community clinics, we want preven-
tion. There’s big, big pieces of this 
health care reform bill that we’re in-
sisting on. 

Thank you, Mr. ELLISON. 
Mr. ELLISON. Let me thank the gen-

tlelady for yielding. That will close us 
out for the night. 

f 

HEALTH CARE IN AMERICA 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PE-

TERS). Under the Speaker’s announced 
policy of January 6, 2009, the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) is recog-
nized for 60 minutes. 
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Mr. KING of Iowa. I appreciate being 

recognized and having the opportunity 
to address you here this evening from 
the floor of the House of Representa-
tives. 

As usual, if I sit here and listen care-
fully to those who have addressed you 
just previous, I get a different view-
point on life than the one that I happen 
to hold. 

This is what this House is about. It’s 
about open debate, it’s about the con-
test of ideas and, at least in theory, 
and I’ll say historically in fact, good 
ideas that have come out into this 
arena of this debate here on the floor of 
this House have been challenged. 
Sometimes there are clashes out of 
that. The things that are facts should 
emerge and the good judgment should 
prevail over bad judgment. 

That is, I will say, a broad general-
ization that I give. But as I listen to 
the discussions on health care and the 
posters that go up again night after 
night, the blue posters that say, Pro-
gressive Caucus, check in here. We’ll 
tell you where America needs to go, 
and I’m listening to this discussion 
about health care and the argument. 
Here’s one that I wrote down: If you 
have insurance you can stay right 
there. Don’t worry. This is not social-
ism. The gentleman from the State of 
Washington made that statement. 

This proposal—President Obama’s 
proposal and the one perhaps mirrored 
by the Progressive Caucus, which was 
represented tonight, they say, This is 
not socialism. Don’t worry. If you have 
insurance, you can stay right there and 
keep your own insurance policy. 

Now let’s examine those two state-
ments within the context of what we’re 
talking about here. If you have a 
health insurance that’s privately 
held—maybe it’s provided out of your 
wages, which would be allocated from 
your employer. If your employer is pur-
chasing the health care policy for you, 
or if you’re purchasing it out of your 
own pocket, however you might have 
that health care policy, that health in-
surance policy, we call that a private 
policy. 

Of all of the Americans that are in-
sured in that fashion, this proposal 
would offer another alternative, and 
that alternative would be, Well, you 
really don’t have to keep this private 
health insurance policy. You can be in-
sured off the government policy in-
stead. 

Now we wonder why we have private- 
sector employers that believe in free 
enterprise and should understand the 
dynamics that come from capitalism 
that would be supporting such an idea 
that there would be a government-run 
health care program for everybody that 
is apparently not covered already with-
in SCHIP and Medicare and Medicaid. 

Sixty-five percent of the health care 
dollar that is already paid by taxpayer 
dollars, those 35 percent that remain, 
why would an employer want to sup-
port a policy that would replace the 
policy that he is providing for his em-
ployees with a government program? 

Of course, if we think about that for 
a minute, we know the answer. An em-
ployer might support that because they 
see that they can get some other tax-
payers to pay a bigger share of the bur-
den of providing that health insurance. 
And so some employers will opt to sup-
port the proposal of the President or 
the Progressive Caucus because it will 
lower their overhead costs and, at least 
in theory, up their margins will come. 

So when you hear the gentleman say, 
If you have insurance, stay right there. 
Don’t worry. There is going to be 
fearmongering. You are going to see a 
campaign of fearmongering, to quote 
the gentleman from Washington pre-
cisely. 

It’s not fearmongering to realize that 
we would be losing the private sector- 
provided health care in America. Be-
cause employer after employer, when 
they had to pay the health insurance 
premiums for their employees, would 
look and decide, Well, I think I’m 
going to have to go into the govern-
ment program because, after all, I 
can’t compete with my competition 
that is using a government-run health 
insurance program. 

By the way, what does the govern-
ment do? They take the taxpayer from 
the workers. All of us pay taxes. By the 
way, corporations do not pay taxes. 
Corporations collects taxes from per-
sons, from individuals, from end users. 

They’re an aggregator of those tax 
dollars. They bring them together, 
then they write the check and send it 
off to the Federal Government. But 
they don’t pay taxes. They build that 
into the price of the goods and services 
that they are selling. That is a very 
simple concept that seems to not be 
very well understood by a lot of Ameri-
cans, Mr. Speaker, and I’m not con-
vinced that it’s understood at the 
White House itself. 

So the statement, If you have insur-
ance, you can stay right there, only 
means a little while, because over time 
the private sector has to compete with 
the government sector. Government 
can always defeat the private sector 
simply by shifting costs off on to some 
other faction or write the rules in such 
a way that it’s to their advantage. 

Now here’s another example. The ar-
gument that under the prescription 
drugs under Medicare, that negotiating 
for the price of those drugs should be 
done by the Federal Government. The 
leverage already that drives down 
those costs pushes the costs up higher 
in the other sectors. 

We have a lot of health care over-
head. And when we think about what 
happens within this, if someone goes 
into the hospital, and let’s just say 
they get a hip replacement. That hip 
replacement will come for a fixed price, 
if it’s Medicare. If it’s a large insurance 
company that has negotiated a price 
that lots of times tracks the Medicare 
reimbursement rates down below the 
cost of providing the service, they will 
also only cut a check for that nego-
tiated amount. 

Sometimes it’s actually less than 
Medicare with large insurance compa-
nies. Most of the time it’s slightly 
more. But they track with each other. 
And the smaller the insurance com-
pany, the less leverage they have and 
the more likely it’s going to cost that 
insurance company more for the same 
procedure. That’s called cost shifting. 

Cost shifting takes place because 
government has already driven the re-
imbursement rates down so that the 
health care providers can’t keep their 
doors open unless they shift costs. 
That is an unjust tragedy that is tak-
ing place in America because govern-
ment has interfered in the pricing proc-
ess. 

Another unjust inequity that is tak-
ing place is that back during World 
War II there were wage and price 
freezes. And when the wage and price 
freezes were established in order to 
keep our economy from having the 
costs skyrocket during World War II— 
and, by the way, I disagree with that 
policy—the price freezes and wage 
freezes kept employers from giving 
wages to their employees in order to 
compete on the labor market, which 
was very tight. In fact, at the end of 
World War II, we had the lowest unem-
ployment rate in the history of Amer-
ica—1.2 percent. 

So employers, to be able to get 
around the wage and price freeze, gave 
health insurance benefits to their em-
ployees and paid the premium. They 
were able to deduct that premium as a 
business expense. But the employee 
couldn’t deduct that premium them-
selves. 

So it set up an incentive, and some 
would say a perverse incentive, for em-
ployers to provide health insurance for 
their employees because they could de-
duct it, the employees couldn’t. They 
needed to compete for wages and bene-
fits, and that’s how the package came 
together. 

Two large inequities, two funda-
mental flaws in the health care indus-
try. One of them was: Whatever health 
insurance or health care costs that 
would be deductible for any entity in 
America should be deductible for every 
entity in America whatsoever. For the 
individual that is self-insured, that 
wants to write the check for their hip 
replacement, for the individual that 
wants to pay a low insurance premium 
in order to establish a high deductible 
and a high percentage of a copayment 
in order to get a low insurance pre-
mium, that person should able to de-
duct their costs the same as the one 
who has a full, full coverage policy at 
a relatively high premium per month, 
whether that’s the employer that 
writes the check for the insurance and 
the health care itself, whether that’s 
the individual, or whether it’s the gov-
ernment. 

All of these entities should pay the 
same price. And any private sector 
should be able to deduct the cost the 
same. No corporate executive or no 
corporation should have a comparative 
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advantage against an individual when 
it comes to health care services. 

Those two inequities are what is 
wrong with this health care industry 
that we have in America. It’s not that 
we don’t have enough government 
health care, it’s that we have too much 
government-run health care. We need 
more private sector. And the way we do 
that is provide the incentives so that 
business and private-sector people can 
make those decisions to manage it for 
themselves. 

We have a health savings account 
program that allows over $5,000 to be 
deposited in the HSA on an annual 
basis by a couple. It started out $5,150. 
Now it has gone up with inflation every 
year, indexed, which is a very smart 
thing. 

A young couple that would invest 
those dollars at age 20 and max that 
out every year and still take out the 
current value equivalent of $2,000 a 
year would see about $950,000 accrue in 
their health savings account by the 
time they retired 45 years later. That’s 
a pretty good nest egg to have. 

And Uncle Sam’s interest in it is: 
Tax it. Tax it as an inheritance tax, 
tax it as real income. But, whatever, 
don’t let the individual that has re-
sponsibly managed their health care 
for their life be able to take that 
money and invest it or spend it. 

I suggest that we should allow—I 
would double the health savings ac-
count maximum amount and I would 
encourage young people, especially, to 
invest in the health savings account 
and see them arrive at retirement with 
not $950,000, but maybe $1.9 million in 
that account. And they could then eas-
ily purchase a paid-up health insurance 
policy that would replace Medicare. 
And if they do that, then we ought to 
then let them keep the change, the bal-
ance, and be able to invest that or 
spend that or hand it off to their chil-
dren, without tax. 

That’s the best way to go at this 
health care—make it fully deductible; 
address the issue of cost shifting so 
they actually reflect the real costs in 
all of the billing; expand health savings 
accounts so that they can actually be 
retirement savings accounts with well- 
managed health care; encourage the in-
surance companies to provide premium 
benefits for those who have healthy 
lifestyles—those that don’t smoke, 
those that maintain their weight, 
those that get a regular physical, those 
that can document that they are man-
aging their health care in a fashion 
that is a responsible way of taking care 
of their bodies and the checkbook at 
the same time. All of that makes sense. 

But what I’m hearing over here is, 
We want to do socialized medicine, but 
don’t call us socialists and don’t call it 
socialism. It is really ironic to me to 
see three members of the Progressive 
Caucus on the floor of the House of 
Representatives with a big blue poster 
on their easel that says: Progressive 
Caucus. Check out our Web site. Google 
Progressive Caucus. 

Mr. Speaker, I suggest that people do 
that. Google Progressive Caucus. Read 
every word that’s in there. And think 
about what people are saying from 
here, members of the Progressive Cau-
cus. 

The gentleman from Washington 
said, This is not socialism. Well, I 
would ask: Do you know who was man-
aging the Web site of the Progressive 
Caucus up until 1999; who hosted the 
Web site, who maintained it, who took 
care of it? Do you know? I think you 
know. 

I know. It was the socialists that 
managed your Web site. The Demo-
cratic Socialists of America took care 
of the Progressive Caucus’ Web site 
until 1999, then they disconnected that, 
and the Progressive Caucus, you took 
care of your own Web site after that 
because there was a little political 
heat that was linking you too close to 
socialism. 

So the gentleman who is a member of 
the Progressive Caucus tells us that his 
health care proposal is not socialism, 
but the Progressive Caucus in the Web 
site that was owned, operated, man-
aged—perhaps not owned, but operated 
and managed by the socialist, the 
Democratic Socialists of America, 
whose Web site is DSAUSA.org. Any-
body that goes to that and Googles 
DSAUSA, the first hit that comes up 
will be the socialist Web site. And on 
there it will say, We’re not Com-
munists. 

So it’s interesting to hear that Pro-
gressive Caucus members claim they 
are not socialists, but they’re linked to 
the socialist Web site. The socialist 
Web site says, We’re not Communists. 

Now, I don’t know the distinctions 
between communism, socialism, and 
progressivism. I would think we’ll get 
all kinds of definitions and the nuances 
will emerge if we can have an intense 
debate about this. But there are a lot 
of similar philosophies within those 
ideologies. And the distinction between 
the Democratic Socialists of America 
and the Progressive Caucus, I think, 
are awfully hard to identify from read-
ing both Web sites. And I have read 
them both. 
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So I would encourage people, Mr. 
Speaker, go to the Web site of the Pro-
gressive Caucus, Google it, read it. Go 
to the socialist Web site, dsausa.org, 
read it. Read the definition they have 
of communist, which they say they’re 
not, and what their plan is. They say 
the distinction is that communists 
want to nationalize everything. They 
just want to nationalize the large cor-
porations. They think that some of the 
small businesses could be run by, let’s 
say, the barbers and the shopkeepers, 
they are actually run better by ma and 
pa. I agree with that. They are. But so 
are the big businesses better off run by 
the shareholders than they are the 
unions. But the socialist Web site calls 
for the nationalization of large cor-
porations in America. They say, We 

don’t have it do it all at once. They can 
do it over time. These Representatives 
here, the Progressive Caucus, claim 
that taking over the health care indus-
try in America is not socialism because 
for a while, they’re going to let you 
have your own insurance policy, the 
one you own today. You get to stay 
there. But did you hear anybody say, 
We’re going to provide the framework 
so that there can be new insurance 
companies that spring up and new com-
petition brought into the marketplace? 
Did anybody say that they expected to 
see the growth of new private sector 
companies? Of course not. Because 
those proposing socialized medicine are 
proposing socialism. They’re proposing 
the eventual nationalization of the 
large corporations in America. Even if 
it comes out of a cassette in the head 
of the people talking the way they used 
to say it several months ago or several 
years ago, the real reality of today’s 
economy is far different. We have the 
nationalization of large investment 
banking companies in the United 
States today. We have the nationaliza-
tion of AIG Insurance Company today. 
We have the de facto and probably the 
ultimate nationalization of two of the 
three large automakers in America 
today. We have the advocacy for a na-
tional health care plan which will re-
place any health care plan eventually 
because the competition from the pri-
vate sector will be dried up by the pres-
sure from the government. When that 
happens, then what you’ll see is what 
we’ve seen in every nation in the world 
that has socialized medicine. That is, 
lower-quality care and rationed serv-
ices. 

I ran into a gentleman in a Menards 
store in Iowa some months ago who 
happened to be an immigrant from Ger-
many. He told me about his hip re-
placement. He had waited in line for 6 
to 7 months to get a hip replacement. 
Finally he got scheduled to get his hip 
replaced not in Germany but in Italy 
because the line was shorter. So people 
around the EU, they get themselves in 
the queue and try to get through to get 
this important surgery. We have people 
that have heart disease that need to 
have maybe a valve replacement or 
other types of surgery who lay in bed 
for a year in the United Kingdom be-
cause they haven’t come up in the 
queue yet. There’s only so much that 
can be handled. We have this large 
inner city government-run health care 
program now. We have socialized medi-
cine in our inner cities. Now I’m think-
ing of some of the people I know that 
are involved in that who are good pro-
viders, and they’re sincere about what 
they do. But is anybody seeking to rep-
licate the services that we see there? 
Do they say so? Will they admit it? Be-
cause the policies you are advocating 
seek to replicate this socialized medi-
cine that we see across the world, 
which rations services, lowers the qual-
ity of care, suspends the innovation, 
and discourages people from coming 
into the industry. It takes me back to 
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those articles from the Collier’s maga-
zines that were published in 1948 and 
1949. I had a World War II veteran who 
served out of Great Britain; and if I re-
member right, he flew on B–17s out of 
England over Europe. He brought me 
the originals of the Collier’s magazines 
from 1948 and 1949, and I was able to 
read through them. Each magazine had 
stories in it about shaping the social-
ized medicine in the United Kingdom, 
which took place in 1948. Almost the 
immediate result, month by month you 
read that through until 1949 where 
there were pictures of people standing 
in long lines outside of the health care 
clinics and doctors that were tired and 
dejected because they could only spend 
just minutes with a patient. They had 
to run from patient to patient to see 
enough patients so they could feed 
their own kids because they got paid so 
much for a visit and the government 
set the price. It rationed the health 
care, and it narrowed the quality of the 
care. Today we see the same thing, 
only it’s more stark because we are 
more sophisticated with the mod-
ernization of our health care. 

There is nothing there that I want to 
adopt from these foreign countries. The 
things that they tell us are, Well, we 
learned from their mistakes, and we’d 
never set up America to make the mis-
takes that were made in the foreign 
countries. Well, if you know the an-
swers, gentlemen, why don’t you clue 
them in in places like Canada, the 
United Kingdom, all across the Euro-
pean Union. Clue them in. Tell them 
what it is, your secret on how this is 
going to work, what you’ve learned 
from their mistakes. 

But the statement from the gentle-
lady from California: No one’s talking 
about socialized medicine, close quote. 
Really? I think we need to define what 
socialized medicine is. That’s when the 
government takes over the system and 
runs it. Just because you leave some 
insurance companies in place so you 
can say you have a choice until you 
starve them out, until they atrophy on 
the vine and everything becomes so-
cialized medicine doesn’t mean you’re 
not talking about socialized medicine. 
You clearly are. 

Then also the gentleman from the 
State of Washington said that between 
35 million to almost 50 million unin-
sured in America. So from 35 million 
and now it’s gone to 50 million unin-
sured. The highest number I can find 
out there is 47 million. But there’s an-
other number out there that tells me 
something else. That is, of the unin-
sured, at least one in five are illegal 
immigrants that don’t belong in the 
United States, that if we’re going to 
provide them socialized medicine, can 
we at least send the Department of 
Homeland Security there to deliver 
them their little voucher or their debit 
card for their health insurance? Let’s 
send ICE to deliver it to these 12 mil-
lion illegals, and we can cut this num-
ber then down to 35 million just by 
simply letting those folks go on back 

to where they are legal to live, rather 
than the United States. 

The gentleman isn’t very concerned 
about how it is that we would tax the 
producers in America to provide na-
tionalized socialized medicine for peo-
ple who aren’t even legal here in the 
United States. I’m convinced that 
these are the gentlemen who would 
support such a policy to provide that 
health care, and they would also prob-
ably hand them citizenship papers into 
the bargain. Not I, Mr. Speaker. I op-
pose such ideas. I believe that we have 
to sustain ourselves as a country; and 
in order to do that, we have to main-
tain the principles that made this 
country great. Among them are free 
enterprise capitalism. That is a good 
word, not a bad word. They seem to 
know that socialism is a bad word, but 
they don’t think progressivism is a bad 
word. Well, I will tell you that they are 
linking it together; and the link that 
they have severed now, that link be-
tween the Democratic Socialists of 
America, dsausa.org’s Web site that 
posted for and provided and maintained 
the Progressive Caucus Web site, that 
little link isn’t there anymore because 
they don’t want to admit that it’s hard 
to figure out the difference. But on the 
socialist Web site, it says, We are a po-
litical party, but we don’t run can-
didates under our banner of socialism 
because—I think because the progres-
sives know it has a bad name, so do the 
socialists know that socialism has a 
bad name still in America. They say 
that their legislative arm is the Pro-
gressive Caucus. You can go to 
dsausa.org, do a search for the Progres-
sive Caucus, and you will come up with 
that link. At last count, I saw 75 names 
on that list that are active members of 
the Progressive Caucus that are alleged 
by the Socialist Web site of being a leg-
islative arm of the socialists here. One 
over in the Senate, BERNIE SANDERS, 
self-alleged socialist, who is someplace 
to the right, according to his contem-
porary voting record in the Senate, of 
the President of the United States him-
self. 

And we wonder why America is tak-
ing this hard lurch to the left? Why 
we’re looking at socialized medicine? 
Why we’re seeing the automakers na-
tionalized? How it is that the President 
of the United States can dictate down 
through our private sector, and we can 
see this sweeping expansive govern-
ment into the private sector? 
Unimagined and unimaginable just a 
few months ago; but a reality today, 
Mr. Speaker. And it’s a reality that is 
coming at the American people so fast 
that they can’t sort out the targets to 
be able to demonstrate where it is that 
they want to make changes. If they 
want to object to the nationalization of 
AIG, well, too late because there were 
deals made with folks in the room that 
rolled billions, hundreds of billions in 
the end into those industries. 

So AIG is nationalized, and Citigroup 
is effectively nationalized, and the 
large investment institutions that 

took the TARP money are controlled 
by the Federal Government. And when 
they want to buy their way out and 
they offer a check to the White House 
so they can give the money back for 
TARP, the White House says, No, we 
won’t take the check, and you can’t 
buy your way out of this thing. We own 
you now. We’re going to influence you, 
and we can’t let you pay that money 
back. 

Why would they say that unless they 
wanted these businesses to be national-
ized, unless they wanted to control the 
decisions that were made? It’s obvious 
they have. The TARP money that went 
to the investment bankers that was in-
vested and some of their holdings, sig-
nificant holdings, billions of dollars of 
the holdings, were in the shares of our 
large automakers, Chrysler and Gen-
eral Motors, for example. So when the 
secured creditors for the large auto-
makers, Chrysler and General Motors, 
held out and said, We can make a bet-
ter deal for our shareholders if you just 
let this go into bankruptcy, and we’ll 
let them sell off this material or sell 
the company off, and we’ll get cash at, 
let’s just say, 32 cents on the dollar— 
that’s an estimate. I don’t know if it’s 
based on anything other than a small 
news story—32 cents on the dollar as 
compared to the 10 cents on the dollar 
that they might have gotten dealing 
with the White House. 

I’m advised—and I believe it to be 
true—that the car czar, appointed by 
the President, and the car czar’s team 
in the White House set a limit, which is 
that secured creditors and the auto-
makers are not going to get more than 
10 cents on the dollar at the same time. 
That appears to be what happened. As 
the secured creditors were giving up 
their negotiating position one after an-
other as the White House leveraged 
them and accused them of being—I 
have forgotten the exact language, but 
let’s just say greedy capitalists—that 
wasn’t the word, but it was the tone— 
and sought to intimidate them, as all 
of this was unfolding, the secured 
creditors were stepping back one after 
another after another. Finally it got 
down to only 5 percent of those hold-
ings were secured creditors. They 
didn’t have any allies anymore. They 
had to capitulate. They had to take 
those few pennies on the dollar. Mean-
while, the United Auto Workers, the 
union, was handed controlling interest. 
What is this about? Why would anyone 
think that that is a good idea? Could 
you cook this up in the board room? 
Let’s just say, could you learn this 
studying Econ 101 as a freshman in any 
college? I could have never devised this 
plan. But this plan unfolds in this fash-
ion and hands over the controlling in-
terest of Chrysler Motors, 55 percent of 
it, to the United Auto Workers, the 
union, the workers. What is it that 
their investment was that they’re com-
pensated for by active shares within a 
company? Well, that would be the 
health care benefits, the future bene-
fits. It would be the benefits that are— 
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I would call those contingent liabilities 
downstream. As the United Auto Work-
ers would get older and retire and they 
would put pressure on the health care 
system as those claims came, they 
thought there was as much as $10 bil-
lion in potential claims that could un-
fold in future years. So they gave that 
a present value and compensated the 
union for the present value of future 
health care liabilities by handing them 
a controlling interest of Chrysler 
Motor Company. Then while that is 
going on, what happens if we pass this 
socialized medicine that’s advocated by 
the two gentlemen and the gentlelady 
tonight under the banner of the Pro-
gressive Caucus? Wouldn’t that lift the 
burden of the health care costs, the 
contingent liability off of the hands of 
the union pension fund? Wouldn’t that 
put that into the hands of taxpayers? 

So the shares of controlling interest 
to be handed over to the union should 
be at least, in an idea, compensation 
for future liabilities that would be re-
moved by this socialized medicine pol-
icy that’s being advocated by the peo-
ple who say that they’re not socialists 
or socialistic and their program is not 
socialism. But you go to the Web site, 
and it says, Progressive Caucus is our 
legislative arm. What they advocate is 
what we are for. They spell it out. And 
they say, they want to nationalize the 
businesses. They want to do it incre-
mentally. This was written before 
President Obama figured out how to do 
this all in a few great big giant moves. 

This is a breathtaking change in the 
United States. The American people 
did not vote for these things. They did 
not know. They did not see it coming, 
and I think that we will see a reaction 
to this in a different fashion. 

Mr. Speaker, as we lay out the back-
drop for the economics and health in-
surance and the automakers—and, by 
the way, one more thing about the 
automakers and, that is, the dealer-
ships that have been closed with a 
stroke of the pen by order of the Presi-
dent’s car czar and his car team, his 
White House pit crew—we can’t find a 
single individual on that team that has 
ever spent 1 day in the auto dealer’s 
business. I can’t find and it was re-
ported to me—and this one I’m not cer-
tain of—that there is anybody on there 
that has been in the automaker’s busi-
ness. 

b 2100 

So they haven’t made cars or sold 
cars. But they are calling the shots on 
all these cars. 

By the way, part of the deal is that 
the President is directing that Chrysler 
Motors make a nice high-mileage vehi-
cle that suits his direction. I would 
submit that, other than at press con-
ference time, the President will never 
ride in one of those. The Speaker of the 
House will never ride in one of those 
little electric cars. They are going to 
ride around in great big, bullet-proof 
limousines and Suburbans. And they 
will likely do that the rest of their 

lives. They won’t be driving a tiny lit-
tle car with a battery in it that goes 
slow uphill and fast downhill. That re-
minds me of a train car graffiti I hap-
pened to see waiting in a crossing a 
while back. Someone had written on 
the train car ‘‘uphill slow, downhill 
fast, tonnage first, safety last.’’ I 
thought that was quite an interesting 
little comment, by the way. 

So we are here with a Speaker who 
directs some of these things that she is 
not going to live under and a President 
that directs decisions of automakers 
that he is not going to live under. But 
they think they know what is best for 
the rest of us. And they have no faith 
in the marketplace. They apparently 
don’t have faith in national security ei-
ther, Mr. Speaker. And this is an issue 
of grave concern to me and grave con-
cern to everyone who cares about the 
security of the United States of Amer-
ica. 

This country was severely attacked 
September 11, 2001. And the attacks 
that took place were against the Pen-
tagon and against the Twin Towers of 
New York. The plane that crashed in 
Pennsylvania, there are conflicting 
opinions on whether it was headed to 
the United States Capitol or whether it 
was headed to the White House itself. I 
don’t know that we will ever know 
which way that it was directed. But we 
do know that people on the plane took 
that plane over. And they gave their 
lives. But they saved a lot of lives 
while they did that. And they are to be 
honored and respected. 

The intelligence that we have re-
ceived since that time turned up the ef-
fort from the CIA and all 15 members of 
the intelligence community that have 
succeeded in foiling a good number of 
plots since September 11, 2001. And 
there has not been an attack on the 
American people, on our soil, that has 
been effective since that day. I don’t 
think anyone on September 11, 2001, 
would have expected that we could go 
this long without an attack inside 
America. A lot of the credit goes to the 
intelligence agencies, including the 
Central Intelligence Agency, including 
the CIA. The CIA does a job and puts 
their lives at risk every day around the 
globe. And yes, they have informants. 
And sometimes they are working in the 
seedier side of life. It is the nature of 
their business. They have foiled plots. 
They have saved American lives. After 
the fact when there have been attacks 
that took place on American embas-
sies, for example, in other places in the 
world, they have gone in and they have 
identified the culprits. And we have 
been able to pick up some of these cul-
prits that have plotted against or at-
tacked Americans to the credit of the 
CIA and the balance of the intelligence 
community. That is to their credit. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the Speaker of the 
House accused the CIA of lying to her 
and other highly placed people within 
this Congress up in the secured room of 
this Capitol, not very far from where I 
stand. And that would have taken 

place allegedly on the 4th of Sep-
tember, 2002, roughly 1 month after 
Zubaydah had been waterboarded. The 
allegation made by the Speaker was 
that the CIA lied to the United States 
Congress, misinformed the Congress of 
the United States of America, to be 
specific. And Mr. Speaker, this is un-
tenable. This position is utterly unten-
able, to make such an allegation. 

I have with me the draft of the legis-
lation, the draft of Federal law that 
prohibits lying to Congress. And I 
would read this, in part, into the 
RECORD so that the legal language 
flows with the clarity and the intent. 
And it is this: 

This is title 18, chapter 47, sub-
chapter 1001, 18 U.S.C. 1001. And it says, 
in part: ‘‘Whoever in any manner 
knowingly and willfully falsifies, con-
ceals or covers up by any trick, scheme 
or device, a material fact, whoever 
makes any materially false, fictitious 
or fraudulent statement or representa-
tion shall be, if the offense involves 
international or domestic terrorism, 
imprisoned not more than 8 years.’’ 

Eight years in a Federal penitentiary 
for lying to Congress specifically about 
international or domestic terrorism. 
This statute is in the Code to address 
specifically the act and the acts that 
were alleged by the Speaker of the 
House. And so one can only draw one of 
two conclusions. And that is either the 
CIA willfully lied and misrepresented 
to the United States Congress, to the 
highest-ranking person in the United 
States Congress, the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives. Of course, at 
the time, she was not Speaker. If the 
CIA lied, though, to the Speaker, this 
statute covers such an act. And they 
would be looking at 8 years in a Fed-
eral penitentiary. If the CIA did not lie 
to the Speaker, and she alleges that 
they did, then we have an untenable 
situation, an irreconcilable situation. 
It is a situation with no middle ground, 
Mr. Speaker, because it was a public 
statement. And it was a statement that 
was made not off the cuff. It wasn’t 
flippant. It was something that had 
been prepared before it was delivered. 
And it appeared to be from notes that 
were in front of the Speaker apparently 
in a calculated statement that said, 
and when asked and clarified by the 
press, ‘‘Are you telling us that the CIA 
lied to Congress?’’ And the answer was, 
‘‘Yes, misled the Congress of the 
United States of America.’’ 

Now such an allegation is a very, 
very serious charge. It is a charge of a 
felonious criminal act, misinforming 
the Congress of the United States. 
Now, if the allegation is true, an inves-
tigation needs to ensue. 

I have, along with the gentleman 
from California, asked for an FBI in-
vestigation into this matter. If the al-
legation is false, then the Speaker has 
torn asunder the relationship of trust 
and integrity that has to exist between 
the intelligence community and the 
United States Congress. I cannot imag-
ine how anyone from the CIA would be 
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willing to go into the fourth floor of 
the United States Capitol, into that se-
cure room where everybody drops off 
their cell phones and their BlackBerrys 
and gives up their ability to take notes 
out of the room, and goes into that 
room to listen, to maintain that con-
fidentiality that is necessary for the 
safety of all the American people. I 
cannot imagine the CIA, or any other 
member of the intelligence commu-
nity, being willing to brief the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives until 
this matter is resolved. 

So if the Speaker didn’t accurately 
remember what she was briefed on Sep-
tember 4, 2002, the easy thing to do— 
and it would be a very human thing to 
do, and all of us have sat in on brief-
ings and hearings and we can’t remem-
ber every detail, especially that many 
years back. The thing to do is to say, I 
don’t remember clearly. If I have notes 
that are on file in the secure room, I 
will go back and revisit them and tell 
you what I can confirm that would be 
triggered by my memory and by my 
notes. One could go through and review 
the documents that were utilized at 
the time to verify what was briefed. 

But a statement that the CIA lied to 
the United States Congress, misled the 
Congress of the United States of Amer-
ica, to say it precisely, to make that 
statement, one has to have a definitive 
proof that it happened. It is part of 
Western Civilization that we presume 
the other individual is telling the truth 
and we can’t make an allegation that 
they are not unless we have the evi-
dence to the contrary. But this state-
ment was not qualified. The question 
was, ‘‘Are you saying that the CIA lied 
to the United States Congress?’’ An-
swer, ‘‘yes’’ by the Speaker. Then, yes, 
pause, stutter, misled the Congress of 
the United States of America. A very 
serious charge addressed specifically 
under 18 U.S.C. 47 1001, that I have read 
into the RECORD, Mr. Speaker. 

This situation must be resolved. It is 
untenable. And it can’t be reconciled 
with some compromise in the middle. I 
want a Speaker of the House that can 
be trusted with our national security, 
someone who is supportive of our na-
tional defense, our Department of De-
fense and our military. And during a 
time of war, our intelligence-gathering 
community has to have that level of 
confidence and that level of trust or 
the American people are at risk. The 
destiny of America will be changed. 

So, Mr. Speaker, with that in mind, I 
have drafted a resolution. Things being 
as they are today with some time to 
allow the Speaker to have an oppor-
tunity to address and clear up this 
matter, the resolution that I have I 
will read it into the RECORD at this mo-
ment. And I will tell you, Mr. Speaker, 
that it is my intent to formally intro-
duce it as a privileged resolution when 
we return in the early part of June 
from the Memorial break. 

This resolution reads: 
Whereas, as required by article VI of 

the Constitution, Members take an 

oath to ‘‘support and defend the Con-
stitution of the United States against 
all enemies, foreign and domestic; 

Whereas, in order to carry out his or 
her oath, a Member of Congress must 
have access to various kinds of sen-
sitive and classified information re-
garding the national security interests 
of the United States; and 

Whereas, it is imperative that Mem-
bers of Congress develop and maintain 
a close working relationship with the 
leadership and members of the United 
States’ intelligence community to en-
sure that they, as the American peo-
ple’s elected representatives in Con-
gress, have ready access to the kinds of 
sensitive and classified information 
often needed by legislators to make de-
cisions about the safety and security of 
the American people; 

Whereas, the free and unimpeded flow 
of sensitive and classified information 
between our Nation’s intelligence offi-
cials and Members of Congress is essen-
tial to ensure the dignity and integrity 
of the work and proceedings of the 
House of Representatives; 

Whereas, it is also important for all 
Members of Congress to support the 
work done by the members of our Na-
tion’s intelligence community to keep 
our Nation safe in order to engender 
the trust and respect of the American 
people for the work done by these indi-
viduals and their respective organiza-
tions to protect our Nation from the 
attacks of our enemies; 

Whereas, since its creation in the Na-
tional Security Act of 1947, the Central 
Intelligence Agency has been charged 
with coordinating the Nation’s intel-
ligence activities and correlating and 
evaluating and disseminating intel-
ligence affecting national security; 

Whereas, since the inception of the 
CIA, Members of Congress have relied 
upon the dedicated Americans that 
have filled its ranks to provide timely 
and accurate information about 
threats to America’s safety and the 
steps being taken to address those 
threats; 

Whereas, in recent weeks, many pub-
lic officials, including Members of Con-
gress, and members of the public have 
called for investigations into the use of 
enhanced interrogation techniques, 
namely waterboarding, that have been 
used by the CIA since the attacks of 
September 11, 2001, to obtain informa-
tion from detained terrorists for the 
purpose of thwarting future terrorist 
attacks against Americans; 

Whereas, on April 23, 2009, Speaker 
NANCY PELOSI stated that she and 
other key Members of Congress were 
not told that waterboarding was used 
as an enhanced interrogation technique 
after it was first used in the interroga-
tion of terrorist detainee Abu 
Zubaydah, a high-ranking al Qaeda op-
erative, in August of 2002; 

Whereas, contrary to her claims, a 
report that was prepared by the Office 
of the Director of National Intelligence 
and released to Congress on Wednes-
day, May 6, 2009, indicated that during 

a September 4, 2002, meeting with in-
telligence officials, Speaker PELOSI, 
former Congressman and future CIA di-
rector, Porter Goss, and two aids were 
briefed on ‘‘the particular enhanced in-
terrogation techniques that had been 
employed’’ by intelligence officials 
during the interrogation of Abu 
Zubaydah; 

Whereas, Abu Zubaydah was 
waterboarded on August of 2002, the 
month before Speaker PELOSI received 
a briefing from intelligence officials on 
the ‘‘particular enhanced interrogation 
techniques that had been employed’’ 
during his interrogation; 

b 2115 

Whereas, in response to questions 
about the May 6, 2009, report’s indica-
tion that Speaker PELOSI was told by 
intelligence officials about the use of 
waterboarding as an enhanced interro-
gation technique during the briefing on 
September 4, 2002, the Speaker main-
tained that she had never been told 
that waterboarding was being used by 
officials. The briefers, her spokesman 
stated, only ‘‘described these tech-
niques, said they were legal, but said 
that waterboarding had not yet been 
used’’; 

Whereas, on May 14, 2009, in an at-
tempt to further clarify what she was 
and was not told during the September 
4, 2002, briefing about the 
waterboarding and other enhanced in-
terrogation techniques used by intel-
ligence officials in their interrogation 
of Abu Zubaydah in August 2002, 
Speaker PELOSI stated ‘‘those briefing 
me in September 2002 gave me inac-
curate and incomplete information’’; 

Whereas, on May 14, 2009, when it was 
noted by a reporter that she was ‘‘ac-
cusing the CIA of lying to you in Sep-
tember of 2002,’’ Speaker PELOSI re-
plied, ‘‘Yes. Misleading the Congress of 
the United States’’; 

Whereas, on May 15, 2009, in response 
to Speaker PELOSI’s allegation about 
the CIA lying to her and ‘‘the Congress 
of the United States,’’ CIA director 
Leon Panetta sent a memo to the em-
ployees of the CIA stating, ‘‘It is not 
our policy or practice to mislead Con-
gress. That is against our laws and our 
values. As the Agency indicated pre-
viously in response to congressional in-
quiries, our contemporaneous records 
from September 2002 indicate that CIA 
officers briefed truthfully on the inter-
rogation of Abu Zubaydah, describing 
’the enhanced techniques that had been 
employed’’’; 

Whereas, title 18, part I, chapter 47, 
section 1001 of the United States Code 
provides that, with respect to ‘‘any in-
vestigation or review, conducted pursu-
ant to the authority of any committee, 
subcommittee, commission or office of 
the Congress, consistent with applica-
ble rules of the House or Senate,’’ who-
ever in any matter within the jurisdic-
tion of the executive, legislative, or ju-
dicial branch of the government of the 
United States, whoever knowingly and 
willfully falsifies, conceals, or covers 
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up by any trick, scheme, or device a 
material fact; makes any materially 
false, fictitious, or fraudulent state-
ment or representation; if the offense 
involves international or domestic ter-
rorism, imprisoned not more than 8 
years. 

Whereas, the relationship between 
Members of Congress and the intel-
ligence community cannot be jeopard-
ized by a distrust between Congress 
and the intelligence community result-
ing from intelligence officials lying to 
Congress or from Members of Congress 
leveling charges and allegations 
against intelligence officials; 

Whereas, the Speaker must either 
produce evidence providing that she 
was lied to in order to ensure that the 
ranks of our Nation’s intelligence com-
munity are purged of those responsible 
for misleading Congress, or she must 
apologize to the men and women of the 
CIA, to the American people, and to 
the Members of this revered body to 
lift the cloud of uncertainty that has 
descended upon the Agency and the in-
telligence community since these alle-
gations were leveled and allow the 
dedicated men and women who serve in 
its ranks to refocus their efforts and 
energies on keeping America safe; 

Whereas, if the Speaker is unable or 
unwilling to provide evidence to sup-
port her allegation that she and Con-
gress have been lied to by the CIA, the 
American people will be left with no 
choice but to conclude that this allega-
tion has no basis in fact; 

Whereas, if it is determined that the 
Speaker has indeed leveled baseless al-
legations against intelligence officials, 
she will have effectively undermined 
America’s national security and se-
verely damaged the integrity of this 
House, and she should therefore be held 
to account for these actions through, 
among other things, the withholding 
from her of sensitive or classified infor-
mation pertaining to the national secu-
rity interests of the United States; 

Therefore be it resolved, that the 
chairman and ranking member of the 
House Permanent Select Committee on 
Intelligence are directed to withhold 
any and all classified material from 
the Speaker of the House and her staff 
unless: 

Within 14 days after the date of pas-
sage of this resolution she produces 
evidence of the lies that she alleges 
were told to her by intelligence offi-
cials in September 2002, and 

The chairman and ranking member 
of the House Permanent Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence are directed to 
choose a suitable replacement from 
within the leadership ranks of the 
House Democrat Caucus to receive any 
necessary classified material and brief-
ings in the place of the Speaker if clas-
sified material is withheld from her in 
accordance with this resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a very serious, 
serious situation. It puts our intel-
ligence community in a position where 
they have to be extraordinarily reluc-
tant to brief the Speaker of the House, 

with the constitutional office of Speak-
er of the House, elected by the full 
body, not a partisan office, a non-
partisan office that’s defined in our 
Constitution, third in line for the Pres-
idency—only Vice President JOE BIDEN 
is ahead of the Speaker of the House in 
the line of ascendency to the Presi-
dency, and our national security is at 
risk in a lot of ways. 

One of them can be because at this 
point, we are having difficulty, and I 
will make this statement. It’s got be 
hard to recruit for the CIA or any 
members of the intelligence commu-
nity today because they’re being 
charged with lying to Congress. It’s got 
to be hard to get anybody to come to 
this Congress to brief anyone when we 
have an administration and a Speaker 
and a network here on this Hill that’s 
trying to find somebody in the former 
Bush administration that they can in-
dict and prosecute and punish as a way 
of, I don’t know, getting even with the 
previous administration, I suppose. 

I don’t understand how this majority 
and this Congress can’t simply just 
move on and provide national security. 
I don’t understand how the Speaker of 
the House cannot be alarmed by being 
briefed about waterboarding in Sep-
tember of 2002, but after the informa-
tion comes out to the press, then is, let 
me say, ex post facto alarmed, alarmed 
after the fact, perhaps because the po-
litical pressure comes from the left has 
been turned up significantly. 

Whatever those reasons are, the 
Speaker of the House cannot be lev-
eling charges unless they are founded, 
and a statement should never be made 
by the Speaker of the House that would 
challenge the integrity of the CIA or 
any other member of our intelligence 
gathering community unless the evi-
dence can be laid down on the table at 
the same time the statement is made. 
You simply do not call someone a liar 
in this country unless you have the 
evidence available to back it up. 

And what this resolution does, it says 
Madam Speaker, back it up or back up, 
one or the other. We cannot have this 
situation. I don’t know anybody in this 
Congress that will receive a briefing 
that fill us in on the real facts. The 
CIA has got to be reluctant, and they 
will tell us the truth, but we’re going 
to have ask a whole lot of the right 
questions to get this out at this point. 

This Congress has to make appropria-
tions to the entire intelligence commu-
nity and to our Department of Defense. 
If a hostile attitude toward them ex-
ists, there exists also the incentive for 
other Members of the Congress and 
staff members of the committee and 
staff members of other Members of 
Congress, as well as the Speaker’s staff 
themselves, to devise ways or sum-
marily reduce the resources going to 
our intelligence community or estab-
lish policy changes that make their 
jobs more difficult. The statement 
itself calls into question all activities 
of this Congress that would affect the 
activities of our entire defense network 

in America, Department of Defense as 
well as our intelligence communities. 

This is a very serious situation. It 
must be resolved. It cannot go on with-
out having it answered. This resolution 
simply says that there will not be secu-
rity clearance for the Speaker of the 
House as long as she holds the position 
that the CIA can’t be trusted. She 
would have no reason to sit down and 
listen to them if she believes they are 
liars. If she thinks they are, she needs 
to produce the evidence. 

I think they are not. I think they 
have told the truth in these briefings, 
and the other people in the briefings 
say so, and yes, they deal in misin-
formation all the time. That is the na-
ture of the CIA. But once it’s down in 
the fourth floor, in that secured room, 
we’ve got to be able to look them in 
the eye and trust they are delivering to 
us the unvarnished information that’s 
necessary for us to provide the re-
sources so that they can do their job to 
protect all Americans, Mr. Speaker. 

And so as this Memorial Day break 
will ensue at the conclusion of my re-
marks this evening, as I understand it, 
I want to remind you and the people 
that are listening that we have this pe-
riod of time now for the balance of the 
month of May, and we come back in 
after the Memorial Day weekend. When 
we do that, it is my intention to intro-
duce this resolution that I have read 
into the RECORD and ask this Congress 
to withhold the security clearance of 
the Speaker of the House until she 
clears up this mess that is created by 
her allegations and to produce the base 
for the charges or withdraw them and 
apologize to the CIA, to this Congress, 
and to the American people and to 
admit what’s really going on here. 

That is the core of my reason for 
being here tonight, Mr. Speaker. I will 
be back on this floor early in June to 
address this subject matter again. 

I ask you, Mr. Speaker, to keep an 
eye on this situation. I ask the Amer-
ican people to keep an eye on it, and I 
will also be doing the same thing, look-
ing for resolution to this matter the 
sooner the better. The American people 
will be safer if it’s sooner rather than 
later. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 
By unanimous consent, permission to 

address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. FILNER) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. FILNER, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. KLEIN of Florida, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. QUIGLEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. SCHIFF, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. BURTON of Indiana) to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material:) 
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Mr. BILBRAY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. PAULSEN, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. MCHENRY, for 5 minutes, today. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED 

A bill of the Senate of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker’s 
table and, under the rule, referred as 
follows: 

S. 614. An act to award a Congressional 
Gold Medal to the Women Airforce Service 
Pilots (‘‘WASP’’), to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services; in addition to the Com-
mittee on House Administration for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-

er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

f 

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The Speaker announced her signa-
ture to an enrolled bill of the Senate of 
the following title: 

S. 454. An act to improve the organization 
and procedures of the Department of Defense 
for the acquisition of major weapon systems, 
and for other purposes. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, pur-
suant to the order of the House of 
today, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 27 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Monday, May 25, 
2009, at 3 p.m., unless it sooner has re-
ceived a message from the Senate 
transmitting its adoption of House 
Concurrent Resolution 133, in which 
case the House shall stand adjourned 
pursuant to that concurrent resolution. 

h 
EXPENDITURE REPORTS CONCERNING OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL 

Reports concerning the foreign currencies and U.S. dollars utilized for speaker-authorized official travel during the 
first quarter and second quarter of 2009 pursuant to Public Law 95–384 are as follows: 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, KAY KING, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 3 AND APR. 11, 2009 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Kay King .................................................................. 4 /3 4 /5 Egypt ..................................................... .................... 634 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 634 
4 /5 4 /8 Ethiopia ................................................ .................... 2,233 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 2,233 
4 /8 4 /11 Cyprus ................................................... .................... 818 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 818 

Total ........................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 3,685.00 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

KAY KING, May 7, 2009. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, CATLIN O’NEILL, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 6 AND APR. 11, 2009 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Catlin O’Neill ........................................................... 4 /6 4 /8 Israel ..................................................... .................... 791.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 791.00 
4 /8 4 /10 Egypt ..................................................... .................... 534.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 534.00 
4 /10 4 /11 Scotland ................................................ .................... 279.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 279.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,604.00 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

CATLIN O’NEILL, May 8, 2009. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, AUDREY NICOLEAU, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 13 AND APR. 19, 2009 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Audrey Nicoleau ....................................................... 4 /13 4 /17 Belgium ................................................ .................... 1,836.00 .................... 7,438.47 .................... .................... .................... 9,274.47 
4 /17 4 /19 France ................................................... .................... 846.83 .................... 151.80 .................... .................... .................... 998.63 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 10,273.10 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

AUDREY NICOLEAU, Apr. 30, 2009. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO STRASBOURG, FRANCE, VILNIUS, LITHUANIA, KIEV, UKRAINE, TBILISI, GEORGIA, AND BRUSSELS, BELGIUM, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 2 AND APR. 9, 2009 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. John Tanner, Chairman ................................... 4–3 4–4 France ................................................... .................... 539.00 .................... 7,147.11 .................... .................... .................... 10,020.28 
4–4 4–6 Lithuania .............................................. .................... 693.81 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4–6 4–7 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 494.03 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4–7 4–8 Georgia ................................................. .................... 652.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4–8 4–9 Belgium ................................................ .................... 494.33 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. Jo Ann Emerson .............................................. 4–3 4–4 France ................................................... .................... 539.00 .................... 7,147.11 .................... .................... .................... 10,020.28 
4–4 4–6 Lithuania .............................................. .................... 693.81 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4–6 4–7 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 494.03 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4–7 4–8 Georgia ................................................. .................... 652.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4–8 4–9 Belgium ................................................ .................... 494.33 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Melissa Adamson .................................................... 4–3 4–4 France ................................................... .................... 539.00 .................... 7,147.11 .................... .................... .................... 10,020.28 
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO STRASBOURG, FRANCE, VILNIUS, LITHUANIA, KIEV, UKRAINE, TBILISI, GEORGIA, AND BRUSSELS, BELGIUM, 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 2 AND APR. 9, 2009—Continued 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

4–4 4–6 Lithuania .............................................. .................... 693.81 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4–6 4–7 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 494.03 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4–7 4–8 Georgia ................................................. .................... 652.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
4–8 4–9 Belgium ................................................ .................... 494.33 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 8,619.51 .................... 21,441.33 .................... .................... .................... 30,060.84 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

HON. JOHN TANNER, Chairman, May 11, 2009. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, JOINT COMMITTEE ON TAXATION, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JAN. 1 AND MAR. 31, 2009 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return. ◊ 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL, Chairman, May 14, 2009. 

h 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, execu-

tive communications were taken from 
the Speaker’s table and referred as fol-
lows: 

1928. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Iodosulfuron-methyl-so-
dium; Pesticide Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP- 
2009-0275; FRL-8412-6] received May 15, 2009, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture. 

1929. A letter from the Chair, Congres-
sional Oversight Panel, transmitting the 
Panel’s report on the Secretary of the Treas-
ury’s use of TARP funds and the impact of 
these purchases on financial markets and fi-
nancial institutions to have effects on credit 
access for small businesses and families, pur-
suant to Public Law 110-343, section 125(b)(1); 
to the Committee on Financial Services. 

1930. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Michi-
gan; Consumer Products Rule [EPA-R05- 
OAR-2007-1134; FRL-8908-1] received May 15, 
2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

1931. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Min-
nesota; [EPA-R05-OAR-2008-0786; FRL-8907-3] 
received May 15, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1932. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Louisiana: Final Authoriza-
tion of State Hazardous Waste Management 
Program Revision [EPA-R06-RCRA-2008-0755; 
FRL-8905-4] (RIN: 2060-AP56) received May 15, 
2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

1933. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — The Treatment of Data In-
fluenced by Exceptional Events (Exceptional 

Event Rule): Revised Exceptional Event 
Data Flagging Submittal and Documenta-
tion Schedule for Monitoring Data Used in 
Designations for the 2008 Ozone NAAQS 
[EPA-HQ-OAR-2005-0159; FRL-8907-1] received 
May 15, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1934. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis-
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final 
rule — In the Matter of Implementation of 
the DTV Delay Act [MB Docket No.: 09-17] 
received May 4, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1935. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis-
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final 
rule — In the matter of Amendment of Sec-
tion 73.202(b) Table of Allotments, FM Broad-
cast Stations. (Oolitic and Worthington,1 In-
diana [MB Docket No.: 07-125 RM-11375 RM- 
11410] received May 4, 2009, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

1936. A letter from the Legal Advisor to the 
Bureau Chief, Media Bureau, Federal Com-
munications Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s final rule — In the Matter of 
Amendment of Section 73.202(b), Table of Al-
lotments, FM Broadcast Stations. (Kihei, 
Hawaii) [MB Docket No.: 08-217 RM-11434] re-
ceived May 4, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1937. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis-
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final 
rule — In the matter of Amendment of Sec-
tion 73.202(b) FM Table of Allotments, FM 
Broadcast Stations. (Cuba, Illinois) [MB 
Docket No.: 07-175 RM-11380] received May 4, 
2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

1938. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis-
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final 
rule — In the Matter of Amendment of Sec-
tion 73.202(b), Table of Allotments, FM 
Broadcast Stations. (Marquez, Texas) [MB 
Docket No.: 08-196 RM-11487] received May 4, 
2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

1939. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis-

sion, transmitting the Commission’s final 
rule — In the Matter of Amendment of Sec-
tion 73.622(i), Final DTV Table of Allot-
ments, Television Broadcast Stations. (Cad-
illac, Michigan) [MB Docket No.: 08-252 RM- 
11509] received May 4, 2009, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

1940. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting certification of a proposed 
technical assistance agreement to include 
the export of technical data, defense serv-
ices, and defense articles to the United King-
dom (Transmittal No. DDTC 001-09), pursu-
ant to 22 U.S.C. 39, 36(c); to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

1941. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting notification of an unauthorized 
retransfer of defense articles provided by the 
United States, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 39, 36(c); 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1942. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary Bureau of Political-Military Af-
fairs, Department of State, transmitting an 
addendum to a certification, Transmittal 
Number: DDTC 019-09, pursuant to Public 
Law 110-429, section 201; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

1943. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting as re-
quired by Executive Order 13313 of July 31, 
2003, a six-month periodic report on the na-
tional emergency with respect to the sta-
bilization of Iraq that was declared in Execu-
tive Order 13303 of May 22, 2003, pursuant to 
50 U.S.C. 1641(c); to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs. 

1944. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting notification that effective 
April 26, 2009, 15% Danger Pay Allowance for 
FBI personnel serving in Mexico has been es-
tablished, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 5928; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1945. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting the Secretary’s determination 
that five countries are not cooperating fully 
with U.S. antiterrorism efforts: Cuba, Eri-
trea, Iran, North Korea, Syria,and Ven-
ezuela, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2781, section 
40A; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1946. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
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transmitting the Department’s 10th annual 
report on all programs or projects of the 
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) 
in each country described in Section 307(a) of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as 
amended; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. 

1947. A letter from the Inspector General, 
Office of the Inspector General for the U.S. 
House of Representatives, transmitting the 
Office’s final report on the Web Mail Busi-
ness Continuity / Disaster Recovery project; 
to the Committee on House Administration. 

1948. A letter from the Assistant Attorney 
General, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting the Department’s report on activities 
regarding civil rights era homicides, as re-
quired by the Emmett Till Unsolved Civil 
Rights Crimes Act of 2007; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

1949. A letter from the Secretary, Judicial 
Conference of the United States, transmit-
ting a draft bill entitled the ‘‘Federal Courts 
Jurisdiction and Venue Clarification Act of 
2009’’; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

1950. A letter from the Board Members, 
Railroad Retirement Board, transmitting 
Congressional Justification of Budget Esti-
mates for Fiscal Year 2010, including the 
Performance Budget; jointly to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations, Transportation and 
Infrastructure, and Ways and Means. 

1951. A letter from the Chairman and Vice 
Chairman, U.S.-China Economic & Security 
Review Commission, transmitting the Com-
mission’s report on the public hearing of 
March 4, 2009 entitled, ‘‘China’s Military and 
Security Activities Abroad’’, pursuant to 
Public Law 109-108, section 635(a); jointly to 
the Committees on Ways and Means, Armed 
Services, and Foreign Affairs. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. OBERSTAR: Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. Supplemental re-
port on H.R. 915. A bill to amend title 49, 
United States Code, to authorize appropria-
tions for the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion for fiscal years 2009 through 2012, to im-
prove aviation safety and capacity, to pro-
vide stable funding for the national aviation 
system, and for other purposes (Rept. 111–119 
Pt. 2). Committed to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER: Committee on Rules. 
House Resolution 474. Resolution providing 
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 2200) to au-
thorize the Transportation Security Admin-
istration’s programs relating to the provi-
sion of transportation security, and for other 
purposes. (Rept. 111–127). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee: Committee on 
Science and Technology. H.R. 1736. A bill to 
provide for the establishment of a committee 
to identify and coordinate international 
science and technology cooperation that can 
strengthen the domestic science and tech-
nology enterprise and support United States 
foreign policy goals; with an amendment 
(Rept. 111–128). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the State of the Union. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina (for 
himself, Mr. PAUL, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. 
HARPER, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. 
LAMBORN, and Mr. SAM JOHNSON of 
Texas): 

H.R. 2537. A bill to amend section 1951 of 
title 18, United States Code (commonly 
known as the Hobbs Act), and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CARTER (for himself and Mr. 
BURGESS): 

H.R. 2538. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to provide for the estab-
lishment and maintenance of an undiagnosed 
diseases registry; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mr. THORNBERRY: 
H.R. 2539. A bill to secure unrestricted reli-

able energy for American consumption and 
transmission; to the Committee on Natural 
Resources, and in addition to the Commit-
tees on Ways and Means, and Energy and 
Commerce, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. LAMBORN (for himself, Mr. 
HASTINGS of Washington, Mr. BISHOP 
of Utah, Mr. CHAFFETZ, Mrs. LUMMIS, 
and Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado): 

H.R. 2540. A bill to set clear rules for the 
development of United States oil shale re-
sources, to promote shale technology re-
search and development, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. DENT (for himself, Mr. 
BILBRAY, and Mr. GERLACH): 

H.R. 2541. A bill to provide funding for 
multi-jurisdictional anti-gang task forces; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MCDERMOTT (for himself and 
Mr. TIBERI): 

H.R. 2542. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the shipping in-
vestment withdrawal rules in section 955 and 
to provide an incentive to reinvest foreign 
shipping earnings in the United States; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCDERMOTT (for himself, Mr. 
BRADY of Texas, Mr. BLUMENAUER, 
Mr. REICHERT, Mr. DICKS, Mr. JONES, 
Mr. WU, Mr. HERGER, and Mr. SMITH 
of Washington): 

H.R. 2543. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to make permanent the re-
duction in the rate of tax on qualified timber 
gain of corporations, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY: 
H.R. 2544. A bill to require the intelligence 

community to use only methods of interro-
gation authorized by the United States 
Army Field Manual on Human Intelligence 
Collector Operations; to the Committee on 
Intelligence (Permanent Select). 

By Mr. ISSA (for himself, Mr. SMITH of 
Texas, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. CAMP-
BELL, and Mr. GOHMERT): 

H.R. 2545. A bill to provide a civil penalty 
for certain misrepresentations made to Con-
gress, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Intelligence (Permanent Select). 

By Mr. BOCCIERI: 
H.R. 2546. A bill to ensure that the right of 

an individual to display the Service flag on 
residential property not be abridged; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. MORAN of Kansas (for himself 
and Mr. RODRIGUEZ): 

H.R. 2547. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to clarify the conditions under 
which certain persons may be treated as ad-
judicated mentally incompetent for certain 
purposes; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. 

By Ms. PINGREE of Maine (for herself, 
Ms. BORDALLO, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. 

DELAHUNT, Mr. FARR, Mr. FRANK of 
Massachusetts, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. 
KLEIN of Florida, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. 
MICHAUD, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Mr. 
THOMPSON of California, and Mr. 
WITTMAN): 

H.R. 2548. A bill to amend the Coastal Zone 
Management Act of 1972 to require establish-
ment of a Working Waterfront Grant Pro-
gram, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. CAPUANO (for himself, Mr. 
MAFFEI, Mr. KANJORSKI, Mr. FRANK of 
Massachusetts, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. 
BACA, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Mr. AN-
DREWS, and Mr. CONNOLLY of Vir-
ginia): 

H.R. 2549. A bill to ensure uniform and ac-
curate credit rating of municipal bonds and 
provide for a review of the municipal bond 
insurance industry; to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. 

By Mr. DRIEHAUS (for himself, Mr. AL 
GREEN of Texas, Mr. FRANK of Massa-
chusetts, Mr. BACA, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. 
MORAN of Virginia, Mr. ANDREWS, and 
Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia): 

H.R. 2550. A bill to amend the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934 to require the registra-
tion of municipal financial advisers; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. FOSTER (for himself, Mr. KAN-
JORSKI, Ms. WATERS, Mr. FRANK of 
Massachusetts, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. 
BACA, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Mr. AN-
DREWS, and Mr. CONNOLLY of Vir-
ginia): 

H.R. 2551. A bill to amend the Federal Re-
serve Act to provide for lending authority 
for certain securities purchases, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. PALLONE: 
H.R. 2552. A bill to amend the Solid Waste 

Disposal Act to require the Administrator of 
the Environmental Protection Agency to 
promulgate regulations on the management 
of medical waste; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mr. TIAHRT (for himself, Mr. 
MOORE of Kansas, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. 
GINGREY of Georgia, Mr. MORAN of 
Kansas, Ms. BORDALLO, and Mr. 
LOEBSACK): 

H.R. 2553. A bill to authorize the award of 
a military service medal to members of the 
Armed Forces who were exposed to ionizing 
radiation as a result of participation in the 
testing of nuclear weapons or under other 
circumstances; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

By Mr. SCOTT of Georgia (for himself, 
Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. AKIN, Mr. 
MEEKS of New York, Mr. WILSON of 
Ohio, Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky, Mr. 
KIND, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mrs. 
MYRICK, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. JONES, Ms. 
FOXX, Mr. DONNELLY of Indiana, Mr. 
POMEROY, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Ms. 
GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida, Mr. 
BARRETT of South Carolina, Mr. 
ROSS, Mr. CLAY, Mr. CHILDERS, Ms. 
KOSMAS, Mr. MILLER of North Caro-
lina, Mr. MORAN of Kansas, Mr. 
MCHENRY, Mr. LEE of New York, Mr. 
MOORE of Kansas, Mr. PUTNAM, Mr. 
MELANCON, Ms. JENKINS, Mr. GER-
LACH, Mr. KANJORSKI, Mr. CAPUANO, 
Mr. ADLER of New Jersey, Mr. GAR-
RETT of New Jersey, and Mr. BACHUS): 

H.R. 2554. A bill to reform the National As-
sociation of Registered Agents and Brokers, 
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and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

By Mr. KLEIN of Florida (for himself, 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. 
GRAYSON, Ms. KOSMAS, Mr. LARSON of 
Connecticut, Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. CROW-
LEY, Mrs. TAUSCHER, Mr. HARE, Mr. 
MEEK of Florida, Mr. WELCH, Ms. 
CASTOR of Florida, Mr. WEXLER, Mr. 
DELAHUNT, Mr. KENNEDY, Ms. GINNY 
BROWN-WAITE of Florida, Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE, Mr. POSEY, Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN, Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. GRIF-
FITH, Mr. MELANCON, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. 
WALZ, Ms. BERKLEY, Ms. JACKSON- 
LEE of Texas, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, 
Mr. BOYD, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. BERMAN, 
Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. INSLEE, Mr. 
KAGEN, Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. 
PERLMUTTER, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of 
Florida, Ms. HARMAN, Mr. LINCOLN 
DIAZ-BALART of Florida, Mr. ACKER-
MAN, Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. ROONEY, and 
Mr. DONNELLY of Indiana): 

H.R. 2555. A bill to ensure the availability 
and affordability of homeowners’ insurance 
coverage for catastrophic events; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. BOEHNER (for himself, Mr. 
ISSA, and Mr. MCKEON): 

H.R. 2556. A bill to provide low-income par-
ents residing in the District of Columbia 
with expanded opportunities for enrolling 
their children in high quality schools in the 
District of Columbia; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. WU (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. 
SCHRADER, and Mr. WALDEN): 

H.R. 2557. A bill to name the Department of 
Veterans Affairs medical center in Portland, 
Oregon, as the ‘‘Barry L. Bell Department of 
Veterans Affairs Medical Center‘‘; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. FATTAH (for himself and Mr. 
CAMP): 

H.R. 2558. A bill to amend part A of title IV 
of the Social Security Act to require the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services to 
conduct research on indicators of child well- 
being; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARE (for himself, Ms. BERK-
LEY, Mr. FILNER, Mr. HALL of New 
York, Mrs. HALVORSON, Mr. NYE, Mr. 
TEAGUE, and Mr. ROONEY): 

H.R. 2559. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to carry out a national 
media campaign directed at homeless vet-
erans and veterans at risk for becoming 
homeless; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts (for 
himself and Mr. SMITH of New Jer-
sey): 

H.R. 2560. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide certain high 
cost Medicare beneficiaries suffering from 
multiple chronic conditions with access to 
coordinated, primary care medical services 
in lower cost treatment settings, such as 
their residences, under a plan of care devel-
oped by a team of qualified and experienced 
health care professionals; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and in addition to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. KIND (for himself, Mrs. 
BIGGERT, Mr. ALTMIRE, and Mr. 
HUNTER): 

H.R. 2561. A bill to amend section 484B of 
the Higher Education Act of 1965 to forgive 
certain loans for servicemembers who with-
draw from an institution of higher education 
as a result of service in the uniformed serv-

ices, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. KIND (for himself, Mr. KAGEN, 
Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, and Mr. 
BOUSTANY): 

H.R. 2562. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to extend the first-time 
homebuyer credit for one year for members 
of the Armed Services of the United States 
serving outside the United States in 2009; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHULER (for himself, Mr. 
MINNICK, Mr. HELLER, and Mr. 
MCHENRY): 

H.R. 2563. A bill to amend the Truth in 
Lending Act to establish additional protec-
tions for consumers with regard to payday 
loans, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. GRAYSON (for himself, Mr. 
LEWIS of Georgia, and Mr. HINCHEY): 

H.R. 2564. A bill to amend the Fair Labor 
Standards Act to require that employers pro-
vide a minimum of 1 week paid annual leave 
to employees; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor. 

By Mr. KIND: 
H.R. 2565. A bill to conserve fish and aquat-

ic communities in the United States through 
partnerships that foster fish habitat con-
servation, to improve the quality of life for 
the people of the United States, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

By Mr. LIPINSKI (for himself and Mr. 
INGLIS): 

H.R. 2566. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to provide for the public 
disclosure of charges for certain hospital and 
ambulatory surgical center services and 
drugs; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

By Mr. MCGOVERN (for himself, Mr. 
PLATTS, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. LEWIS of 
Georgia, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. GUTIER-
REZ, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. MCDERMOTT, 
Mr. BISHOP of New York, Mr. BRALEY 
of Iowa, Mr. TONKO, Mr. WU, Mr. 
YARMUTH, Mr. CLAY, Ms. LEE of Cali-
fornia, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. FATTAH, Mr. 
WAXMAN, Mr. ELLSWORTH, Mr. WELCH, 
Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. FARR, Mr. 
SERRANO, Mr. BRADY of Pennsyl-
vania, Ms. BALDWIN, Ms. MOORE of 
Wisconsin, Mr. MARKEY of Massachu-
setts, Mrs. MALONEY, Mr. HOLT, Ms. 
DELAURO, Mr. HODES, Mr. CUMMINGS, 
Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. KIND, Mr. KUCINICH, 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, Mr. 
OBERSTAR, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. 
ROTHMAN of New Jersey, Mr. CARSON 
of Indiana, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. DRIEHAUS, 
and Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts): 

H.R. 2567. A bill to suspend the authority 
for the Western Hemisphere Institute for Se-
curity Cooperation (the successor institution 
to the United States Army School of the 
Americas) in the Department of Defense, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia (for him-
self, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. GENE GREEN 
of Texas, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Flor-
ida, Mr. CARDOZA, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. 
FILNER, and Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN): 

H.R. 2568. A bill to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act to ensure fairness and transparency 
in contracting with small business concerns; 
to the Committee on Small Business, and in 
addition to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. WU (for himself, Mr. GORDON of 
Tennessee, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHN-
SON of Texas, Mr. LIPINSKI, and Mr. 
CARNAHAN): 

H.R. 2569. A bill to reauthorize surface 
transportation research, development, and 
technology transfer activities, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Science and 
Technology. 

By Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland (for 
herself, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. LEWIS of 
Georgia, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Mr. 
CARSON of Indiana, Ms. WATERS, Mr. 
HARE, Ms. CLARKE, Ms. SUTTON, Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. JOHNSON of Geor-
gia, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. WOOLSEY, 
Ms. LEE of California, Ms. WATSON, 
Ms. MCCOLLUM, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. 
CONNOLLY of Virginia, Mr. MORAN of 
Virginia, Mr. ELLISON, and Mr. 
WELCH): 

H.R. 2570. A bill to amend the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 to establish a base 
minimum wage for tipped employees; to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. MOORE of Kansas (for himself, 
Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey, Mr. KAN-
JORSKI, Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of 
Florida, Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, 
Mr. BACHUS, Mr. MCMAHON, Mr. 
NEUGEBAUER, Ms. BEAN, Mr. GARY G. 
MILLER of California, Mr. CROWLEY, 
Mr. KING of New York, Mr. HINOJOSA, 
Mrs. CAPITO, Mrs. MALONEY, Mrs. 
BACHMANN, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. YOUNG of 
Florida, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. MCHENRY, 
Mr. PUTNAM, and Mr. CAMPBELL): 

H.R. 2571. A bill to streamline the regula-
tion of nonadmitted insurance and reinsur-
ance, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on the Judiciary, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas (for 
herself and Mr. MORAN of Virginia): 

H.R. 2572. A bill to strengthen the Notifica-
tion and Federal Employee Antidiscrimina-
tion and Retaliation Act of 2002, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on the Judiciary, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. ABERCROMBIE: 
H.R. 2573. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to revise the eligibility criteria 
for presumption of service-connection of cer-
tain diseases and disabilities for veterans ex-
posed to ionizing radiation during military 
service, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. ADLER of New Jersey (for him-
self and Mr. PASCRELL): 

H.R. 2574. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to preserve access to 
urban Medicare-dependent hospitals; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ANDREWS (for himself, Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr. 
LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of Florida, Mr. 
PLATTS, Mr. SESTAK, and Mr. AL 
GREEN of Texas): 

H.R. 2575. A bill to provide parity under 
group health plans and group health insur-
ance coverage in the provision of benefits for 
prosthetic devices and orthotics devices, 
components and benefits for other medical 
and surgical services; to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

By Mr. BAIRD: 
H.R. 2576. A bill to restore Federal recogni-

tion to the Chinook Nation, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources, and in addition to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
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fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Ms. BERKLEY: 
H.R. 2577. A bill to require the Director of 

National Intelligence to submit a report to 
Congress on retirement benefits for former 
employees of Air America, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Intelligence 
(Permanent Select). 

By Ms. BERKLEY (for herself, Mr. 
HELLER, Ms. KILPATRICK of Michigan, 
Mr. FORBES, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, 
Mr. RUSH, and Mr. MEEK of Florida): 

H.R. 2578. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide an increased 
payment for chest radiography (x-ray) serv-
ices that use Computer Aided Detection 
technology for the purpose of early detection 
of lung cancer; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. BISHOP of New York (for him-
self and Mr. EHLERS): 

H.R. 2579. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of Education to award grants to local edu-
cational agencies to improve college access; 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. BLUMENAUER: 
H.R. 2580. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 

Social Security Act to provide for the estab-
lishment of shared decision making stand-
ards and requirements and to establish a 
pilot program for the implementation of 
shared decision making under the Medicare 
Program; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and in addition to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. BORDALLO (for herself, Mr. 
HONDA, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. 
ABERCROMBIE, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. AL 
GREEN of Texas, and Mr. SABLAN): 

H.R. 2581. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to provide for a health 
survey regarding Native Hawaiians and other 
Pacific Islanders; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

By Ms. BORDALLO (for herself, Mr. 
SERRANO, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Mrs. 
CHRISTENSEN, Mr. PIERLUISI, and Mr. 
SABLAN): 

H.R. 2582. A bill to extend the supple-
mental security income program to Puerto 
Rico, the United States Virgin Islands, 
Guam, and American Samoa, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BOSWELL (for himself, Mr. 
LATHAM, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Mrs. 
CAPPS, and Mr. LOEBSACK): 

H.R. 2583. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to improve health care for 
women veterans, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. BOUCHER (for himself, Mr. 
GOODLATTE, Mr. JONES, Mr. SPRATT, 
and Mr. SHERMAN): 

H.R. 2584. A bill to amend title 35, United 
States Code, to limit the patentability of tax 
planning methods; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROUN of Georgia (for himself 
and Mr. FILNER): 

H.R. 2585. A bill to delay any presumption 
of death in connection with the kidnapping 
in Iraq or Afghanistan of a retired member of 
the Armed Forces to ensure the continued 
payment of the member’s retired pay; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. BROUN of Georgia (for himself, 
Mr. PETERSON, Mr. WALZ, Mr. CAN-

TOR, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. BOREN, Mr. 
CARTER, Mr. CARNEY, Mr. PRICE of 
Georgia, Mr. MEEK of Florida, Mr. 
GINGREY of Georgia, Mr. DAVIS of 
Tennessee, Mr. AKIN, Ms. FALLIN, Mr. 
KLINE of Minnesota, Mr. POE of 
Texas, Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. GAR-
RETT of New Jersey, Mr. ISSA, Mr. 
KING of Iowa, Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. 
POSEY, Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. FORBES, Mr. 
OLSON, Mr. MCHENRY, Mr. GOHMERT, 
Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, Mr. 
WESTMORELAND, Mr. JORDAN of Ohio, 
Mr. DEAL of Georgia, Mr. WITTMAN, 
Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. KINGSTON, 
Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. 
MARCHANT, Mr. HELLER, Mr. ROSKAM, 
Mr. LINDER, Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr. 
TIBERI, Mr. NUNES, Mr. HUNTER, Mr. 
SHADEGG, and Mr. SAM JOHNSON of 
Texas): 

H.R. 2586. A bill to prohibit the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs from authorizing honor 
guards to participate in funerals of veterans 
interred in national cemeteries unless the 
honor guards may offer veterans’ families 
the option of having the honor guard per-
form a 13-fold flag recitation, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. 

By Mrs. CAPITO (for herself and Mr. 
LEE of New York): 

H.R. 2587. A bill to limit the reinvestment 
by States and localities of profits under the 
Neighborhood Stabilization Program of the 
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices. 

By Mr. CARDOZA (for himself and Mr. 
COSTA): 

H.R. 2588. A bill to prevent foreclosure of 
home mortgages and increase the avail-
ability of affordable new mortgages and af-
fordable refinancing of mortgages held by 
Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. CLEAVER (for himself, Mr. 
HIMES, Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, 
Mr. BACA, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Mr. 
ANDREWS, and Mr. CONNOLLY of Vir-
ginia): 

H.R. 2589. A bill to establish the Office of 
Public Finance in the Department of the 
Treasury to make available Federal reinsur-
ance for insurers of tax-exempt municipal 
bonds; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices, and in addition to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Ms. DEGETTE (for herself, Mr. CAS-
TLE, Mr. BECERRA, and Mr. KIRK): 

H.R. 2590. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to reduce the occurrence 
of diabetes in Medicare beneficiaries by ex-
tending coverage under Medicare for medical 
nutrition therapy services to such bene-
ficiaries with pre-diabetes or with risk fac-
tors for developing type 2 diabetes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce, and in 
addition to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida (for himself, Mr. ARCURI, Mr. 
BROWN of South Carolina, Mr. FIL-
NER, Mr. ROONEY, Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ- 
BALART of Florida, and Mr. 
CRENSHAW): 

H.R. 2591. A bill to amend the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As-
sistance Act to direct the Administrator of 
the Federal Emergency Management Agency 
to modernize the integrated public alert and 

warning system of the United States, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida (for himself, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
GRAVES, Mr. CAO, and Mr. GUTHRIE): 

H.R. 2592. A bill to amend the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As-
sistance Act to enhance existing programs 
providing mitigation assistance by encour-
aging States to adopt and actively enforce 
State building codes, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

By Mr. EDWARDS of Texas (for him-
self, Mr. MCINTYRE, and Mr. TERRY): 

H.R. 2593. A bill to amend the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to es-
tablish a discretionary grant program for 
school construction for local educational 
agencies affected by base closures and re-
alignments, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Education and Labor, and in 
addition to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey (for 
himself, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. GOHMERT, 
Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. 
BURTON of Indiana, Mr. ACKERMAN, 
Mr. PAYNE, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. 
YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. PERLMUTTER, 
Mr. ISSA, Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin, Mr. 
POSEY, Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. OLSON, Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. KLINE of Min-
nesota, Mr. COLE, Mr. FLEMING, Mr. 
CHAFFETZ, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, Mr. 
THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
LOBIONDO, Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, 
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. COURTNEY, 
Ms. FALLIN, Mr. WOLF, Mr. SCALISE, 
Mr. BILBRAY, Mr. WILSON of South 
Carolina, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, 
Mr. LANCE, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. 
HODES, Mr. ROONEY, Mr. FRELING-
HUYSEN, Mr. SOUDER, and Mr. MAN-
ZULLO): 

H.R. 2594. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to direct the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs to provide a plot allowance for 
spouses and children of certain veterans who 
are buried in State cemeteries; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas (for 
himself, Mr. THOMPSON of California, 
Mrs. BONO MACK, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of 
Texas, and Ms. ESHOO): 

H.R. 2595. A bill to restrict certain exports 
of electronic waste; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas (for 
himself and Mr. TIM MURPHY of Penn-
sylvania): 

H.R. 2596. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of Health and Human Services to carry out a 
demonstration program to test the feasi-
bility of using the Nation’s elementary and 
secondary schools as influenza vaccination 
centers; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, and in addition to the Committee 
on Education and Labor, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. HARE (for himself, Ms. SHEA- 
PORTER, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. 
COURTNEY, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, and Mr. CUMMINGS): 

H.R. 2597. A bill to amend the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to 
allow State educational agencies, local edu-
cational agencies, and schools to increase 
implementation of school-wide positive be-
havior supports; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor. 
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By Mr. HEINRICH (for himself, Mr. 

SESTAK, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Mr. MASSA, Mr. 
ALTMIRE, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 
SPRATT, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. 
CONNOLLY of Virginia, Mr. REYES, Mr. 
HINCHEY, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. LUJAN, 
Mr. TEAGUE, Ms. KOSMAS, Mr. HARE, 
Mr. ORTIZ, Mr. HONDA, Mr. CONAWAY, 
and Mr. FRANKS of Arizona): 

H.R. 2598. A bill to grant a congressional 
gold medal to American military personnel 
who fought in defense of Bataan/Corregidor/ 
Luzon between December 7, 1941 and May 6, 
1942; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices, and in addition to the Committee on 
House Administration, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN (for her-
self, Mr. WALDEN, and Mr. POMEROY): 

H.R. 2599. A bill to provide for the estab-
lishment of the Rural Health Quality Advi-
sory Commission, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. HIMES (for himself, Mr. WOLF, 
Mr. NYE, Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia, 
Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. SARBANES, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. DELAURO, 
Mr. LANCE, and Ms. BEAN): 

H.R. 2600. A bill to amend title 4 of the 
United States Code to limit the extent to 
which States may tax the compensation 
earned by nonresident telecommuters; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HINCHEY (for himself, Mr. 
ADLER of New Jersey, Mr. ALTMIRE, 
Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. BISHOP of New 
York, Mr. GALLEGLY, Mr. KILDEE, 
Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. MASSA, Mr. MCGOV-
ERN, Mr. NYE, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, and 
Ms. SHEA-PORTER): 

H.R. 2601. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow a $1,000 refundable 
credit for individuals who are bona fide vol-
unteer members of volunteer firefighting and 
emergency medical service organizations; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. HIRONO (for herself and Mr. 
ABERCROMBIE): 

H.R. 2602. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to study the suitability and fea-
sibility of designating the Ka’u Coast on the 
island of Hawaii as a unit of the National 
Park System; to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

By Ms. HIRONO (for herself and Mr. 
ABERCROMBIE): 

H.R. 2603. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to study the suitability and fea-
sibility of designating certain lands along 
the northern coast of Maui, Hawaii, as a unit 
of the National Park System; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. HODES (for himself and Mrs. 
LUMMIS): 

H.R. 2604. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to make permanent the ad-
ditional standard deduction for real property 
taxes for nonitemizers; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOEKSTRA (for himself and 
Mr. LAMBORN): 

H.R. 2605. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow individuals with 
children attending an elementary or sec-
ondary school a deduction for each child at-
tending a public school equal to 25 percent of 
the State’s average per pupil public edu-
cation spending and, for each child attending 
a private or home school, a deduction equal 
to 100 percent of such average; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas: 

H.R. 2606. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to expand and extend the 

first-time homebuyer credit; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas (for 
himself, Mr. BOEHNER, Mr. MCKEON, 
Mr. GRAVES, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. 
MCCAUL, Mr. KLINE of Minnesota, Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. PAUL, Mr. 
PLATTS, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. HELLER, 
Mr. CULBERSON, Mrs. BIGGERT, Mr. 
SIMPSON, Mrs. BACHMANN, and Mr. 
MARCHANT): 

H.R. 2607. A bill to amend title I of the Em-
ployee Retirement Income Security Act of 
1974 to improve access and choice for entre-
preneurs with small businesses with respect 
to medical care for their employees; to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. JORDAN of Ohio (for himself, 
Mr. BOREN, Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. ALEX-
ANDER, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, Mr. 
CANTOR, Mr. CHAFFETZ, Mr. COLE, Mr. 
CONAWAY, Ms. FALLIN, Mr. FLEMING, 
Mr. FORBES, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, 
Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey, Mr. 
GOHMERT, Mr. HERGER, Mr. JONES, 
Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. KLINE of Min-
nesota, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. LATTA, Mr. 
LUETKEMEYER, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. 
MCHENRY, Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. 
NEUGEBAUER, Mr. ROGERS of Ken-
tucky, Mr. SCALISE, Mr. SMITH of 
Texas, Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. WILSON of 
South Carolina, Mr. PRICE of Geor-
gia, Mr. BOOZMAN, and Mr. PENCE): 

H.R. 2608. A bill to define marriage for all 
legal purposes in the District of Columbia to 
consist of the union of one man and one 
woman; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Mr. KANJORSKI (for himself, Mrs. 
BIGGERT, Mr. MOORE of Kansas, Mr. 
CAPUANO, Ms. BEAN, Mr. ROYCE, and 
Mr. SCOTT of Georgia): 

H.R. 2609. A bill to establish an Office of 
Insurance Information in the Department of 
the Treasury; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

By Mr. KANJORSKI: 
H.R. 2610. A bill to amend section 1886 of 

the Social Security Act to continue sole 
community hospital treatment for certain 
hospitals; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. KING of New York (for himself, 
Mrs. LOWEY, and Mr. ISRAEL): 

H.R. 2611. A bill to amend the Homeland 
Security Act of 2002 to authorize the Secur-
ing the Cities Initiative of the Department of 
Homeland Security, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security. 

By Mr. KING of New York (for himself 
and Mr. BISHOP of New York): 

H.R. 2612. A bill to direct the Attorney 
General to provide grants and access to in-
formation and resources for the implementa-
tion of the Sex Offender Registration Tips 
and Crime Victims Center Programs; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KING of New York (for himself, 
Mr. ACKERMAN, Mrs. BIGGERT, Mr. 
BISHOP of New York, Mr. CASTLE, Mr. 
MCHUGH, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. 
LATOURETTE, and Mr. WOLF): 

H.R. 2613. A bill to amend the Federal Law 
Enforcement Pay Reform Act of 1990 to ad-
just the percentage differentials payable to 
Federal law enforcement officers in certain 
high-cost areas, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

By Mrs. KIRKPATRICK of Arizona (for 
herself, Mr. FILNER, Mr. BOOZMAN, 
Mr. TEAGUE, and Mr. PERRIELLO): 

H.R. 2614. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to reauthorize the Veterans’ 
Advisory Committee on Education; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. LARSON of Connecticut (for 
himself and Mr. HELLER): 

H.R. 2615. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide incentives for 
energy efficient commercial building roofs; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LEWIS of Georgia (for himself, 
Mr. FILNER, Ms. LEE of California, 
Mr. STARK, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Mr. MEEKS of New York, 
Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. WEXLER, Mrs. 
LOWEY, and Mr. MCDERMOTT): 

H.R. 2616. A bill to authorize the Attorney 
General to award grants to eligible entities 
to prevent or alleviate community violence 
by providing education, mentoring, and 
counseling services to children, adolescents, 
teachers, families, and community leaders 
on the principles and practice of non-
violence; to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

By Mrs. MALONEY (for herself, Mr. 
SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. KENNEDY, 
Mr. BURTON of Indiana, and Mr. ACK-
ERMAN): 

H.R. 2617. A bill to amend the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to reduce 
human exposure to mercury through vac-
cines; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

By Mrs. MALONEY (for herself and Mr. 
SMITH of New Jersey): 

H.R. 2618. A bill to improve vaccine safety 
research, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. MARCHANT: 
H.R. 2619. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to temporarily expand the 
credit for first-time homebuyers to all home-
buyers and to allow individuals a temporary 
refundable credit against income tax for the 
costs of refinancing acquisition indebtedness 
secured by their principal residence; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. MATSUI: 
H.R. 2620. A bill to amend the Public 

Health Service Act to establish various pro-
grams for the recruitment and retention of 
public health workers and to eliminate crit-
ical public health workforce shortages in 
Federal, State, local, and tribal public 
health agencies and health centers; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. MCCARTHY of California (for 
himself and Mr. MCKEON): 

H.R. 2621. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to use a time requirement for 
determining eligibility for the reimburse-
ment of certain travel expenses; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. MCCARTHY of California: 
H.R. 2622. A bill to amend the Securities 

Exchange Act of 1934 to establish rules and 
procedures for the delegation of compliance 
and inspections authority to the operating 
divisions of the Securities and Exchange 
Commission, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. MCCARTHY of California: 
H.R. 2623. A bill to amend the Federal secu-

rities laws to clarify and expand the defini-
tion of certain persons under those laws; to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York (for 
herself and Mr. TERRY): 

H.R. 2624. A bill to amend the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to es-
tablish a Volunteer Teacher Advisory Com-
mittee; to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

By Mr. MCDERMOTT (for himself and 
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN): 

H.R. 2625. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to extend the exclusion 
from gross income for employer-provided 
health coverage for employees’ spouses and 
dependent children to coverage provided to 
other eligible designated beneficiaries of em-
ployees; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 
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By Mr. MEEK of Florida (for himself 

and Mr. HERGER): 
H.R. 2626. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to provide tax credit parity 
for electricity produced from renewable re-
sources; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. MOORE of Kansas (for himself, 
Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Florida, 
Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, 
and Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida): 

H.R. 2627. A bill to reauthorize the Na-
tional Windstorm Impact Reduction Pro-
gram, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Science and Technology, and in 
addition to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts (for 
himself and Mr. TIBERI): 

H.R. 2628. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to extend the new markets 
tax credit through 2013, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAUL: 
H.R. 2629. A bill to protect the American 

people’s ability to make their own health 
care decisions by ensuring the Federal Gov-
ernment shall not force any American to 
purchase health insurance; to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. PAUL: 
H.R. 2630. A bill to protect the privacy of 

patients and physicians; to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce, and in addition to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. PAUL: 
H.R. 2631. A bill to reduce the price of gaso-

line by allowing for offshore drilling, elimi-
nating Federal obstacles to constructing re-
fineries and providing incentives for invest-
ment in refineries, suspending Federal fuel 
taxes when gasoline prices reach a bench-
mark amount, and promoting free trade; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and in 
addition to the Committees on Natural Re-
sources, and Financial Services, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. RANGEL (for himself, Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, 
Mr. CONYERS, Ms. WATSON, and Mr. 
KING of New York): 

H.R. 2632. A bill to amend title 4, United 
States Code, to encourage the display of the 
flag of the United States on National Korean 
War Veterans Armistice Day; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROGERS of Michigan (for him-
self, Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, and 
Mr. HOEKSTRA): 

H.R. 2633. A bill to amend the Emergency 
Economic Stabilization Act of 2008 to pro-
hibit automobile manufacturers receiving 
assistance under the Troubled Asset Relief 
Program from opening a new foreign sub-
sidiary or expanding their current foreign 
subsidiaries; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

By Mr. ROGERS of Michigan (for him-
self, Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, Mr. 
HOEKSTRA, and Mr. MCCOTTER): 

H.R. 2634. A bill to amend the Emergency 
Economic Stabilization Act of 2008 to pro-
hibit automobile manufacturers receiving 
assistance under the Troubled Asset Relief 
Program from opening a new foreign sub-

sidiary or expanding their current foreign 
subsidiaries; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

By Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali-
fornia (for herself, Ms. GINNY BROWN- 
WAITE of Florida, Mr. NEAL of Massa-
chusetts, Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mrs. CAPPS, 
and Mrs. DAHLKEMPER): 

H.R. 2635. A bill to amend title XXVII of 
the Public Health Service Act to prohibit 
gender rating in the group and individual 
markets for health insurance coverage, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce, and in addition to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia (for herself and Ms. TSONGAS): 

H.R. 2636. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to authorize the establishment 
of a nonprofit corporation to support the 
athletic program of the Air Force Academy; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. SENSENBRENNER: 
H.R. 2637. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to increase the age at 
which distributions from qualified retire-
ment plans are required to begin and to ex-
tend the waiver of required minimum dis-
tribution rules for certain retirement plans 
and accounts through 2010; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHULER: 
H.R. 2638. A bill to provide for the issuance 

of a veterans health care stamp; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form, and in addition to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. SMITH of Washington: 
H.R. 2639. A bill to require the President to 

develop and implement a comprehensive 
strategy to further the United States foreign 
policy objective of promoting the reduction 
of global poverty, the elimination of extreme 
global poverty, and the achievement of the 
United Nations Millennium Development 
Goal of reducing by one-half the proportion 
of people worldwide, between 1990 and 2015, 
who live on less than $1 per day; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Ms. SUTTON (for herself, Mr. DIN-
GELL, Mr. BARTON of Texas, Mr. 
UPTON, Mr. INSLEE, Mr. STUPAK, Mr. 
BRALEY of Iowa, Mrs. MILLER of 
Michigan, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. BLUNT, 
Mr. DOYLE, Mr. TERRY, Mr. WELCH, 
Mr. WHITFIELD, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, 
Mr. DONNELLY of Indiana, Mrs. EMER-
SON, Mr. ARCURI, Mrs. BIGGERT, Mr. 
WILSON of Ohio, Mr. CASTLE, Mr. SAR-
BANES, Mr. CAMP, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. 
MCCOTTER, Mr. CARNAHAN, Mr. 
YARMUTH, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Mr. HALL of New York, 
Mr. MANZULLO, Ms. KILPATRICK of 
Michigan, Mr. SCHAUER, Ms. FUDGE, 
Mr. HARE, Mr. SHULER, Mr. CONNOLLY 
of Virginia, Mr. MAFFEI, Ms. MOORE 
of Wisconsin, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. CON-
YERS, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. 
LOEBSACK, Ms. KOSMAS, Mr. WALDEN, 
Mr. HILL, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. PE-
TERS, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. LATOURETTE, 
Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. BOCCIERI, and Ms. 
KAPTUR): 

H.R. 2640. A bill to accelerate motor fuel 
savings nationwide and provide incentives to 
registered owners of high polluting auto-
mobiles to replace such automobiles with 
new fuel efficient and less polluting auto-
mobiles; to the Committee on Energy and 

Commerce, and in addition to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. TANNER (for himself, Mr. 
CHILDERS, Mr. BRADY of Pennsyl-
vania, and Mr. MATHESON): 

H.R. 2641. A bill to amend section 1862 of 
the Social Security Act with respect to the 
application of Medicare secondary payer 
rules to workers’ compensation settlement 
agreements and Medicare set-asides under 
such agreements; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and in addition to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. TIBERI: 
H.R. 2642. A bill to direct the Secretary of 

Veterans Affairs to assist in the identifica-
tion of unclaimed and abandoned human re-
mains to determine if any such remains are 
eligible for burial in a national cemetery, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. WELCH (for himself and Mr. 
HODES): 

H.R. 2643. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to provide assistance in im-
plementing cultural heritage, conservation, 
and recreational activities in the Con-
necticut River watershed of the States of 
New Hampshire and Vermont; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. BROUN of Georgia: 
H.J. Res. 54. A joint resolution dis-

approving the action of the District of Co-
lumbia Council in approving the Jury and 
Marriage Amendment Act of 2009; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

By Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts: 
H.J. Res. 55. A joint resolution expressing 

the disfavor of the Congress regarding the 
proposed agreement for cooperation; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ARCURI: 
H. Con. Res. 133. Concurrent resolution 

providing for an adjournment or recess of the 
two Houses; considered and agreed to. con-
sidered and agreed to. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Illinois: 
H. Con. Res. 134. Concurrent resolution ex-

pressing the sense of Congress regarding the 
need for further study of the neurological 
disorder dystonia; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mr. LEWIS of Georgia (for himself, 
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. DAN-
IEL E. LUNGREN of California, Ms. ZOE 
LOFGREN of California, Mrs. DAVIS of 
California, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. GON-
ZALEZ, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. 
SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. MEEK of Flor-
ida, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. 
TOWNS, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. 
DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. SCOTT of Vir-
ginia, Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. HASTINGS of 
Florida, Mr. CLEAVER, Ms. JACKSON- 
LEE of Texas, Mr. JOHNSON of Geor-
gia, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. MEEKS of 
New York, and Mr. RANGEL): 

H. Con. Res. 135. Concurrent resolution di-
recting the Architect of the Capitol to place 
a marker in Emancipation Hall in the Cap-
itol Visitor Center which acknowledges the 
role that slave labor played in the construc-
tion of the United States Capitol, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on House 
Administration. 

By Ms. WATSON (for herself, Mr. BUR-
TON of Indiana, Mrs. MYRICK, Mr. 
ROHRABACHER, Mr. ISSA, Mr. MCCLIN-
TOCK, Mr. CANTOR, Mr. ROYCE, Ms. 
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JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. BILIRAKIS, 
Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California, Mr. 
KIRK, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-
fornia, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. MCGOVERN, 
Ms. RICHARDSON, Mr. DREIER, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. HONDA, Ms. 
HIRONO, Mr. POMEROY, and Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ): 

H. Con. Res. 136. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the use of the Capitol Grounds for 
a celebration of Citizenship Day; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

By Mr. COLE (for himself, Mr. SUL-
LIVAN, Mr. BOREN, Mr. LUCAS, and 
Ms. FALLIN): 

H. Res. 469. A resolution honoring the life 
of Wayman Lawrence Tisdale and expressing 
the condolences of the House of Representa-
tives on his passing; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. BISHOP of Utah: 
H. Res. 470. A resolution raising a question 

of the privileges of the House; to the Com-
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. KRATOVIL (for himself, Mr. 
BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mrs. EMER-
SON, Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. GUTIERREZ, 
Mr. HALL of New York, Mr. MCIN-
TYRE, Mr. MCMAHON, Mr. PASCRELL, 
Mr. PIERLUISI, Mr. ROONEY, Mr. 
SCHIFF, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mrs. 
TAUSCHER, Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr. 
JONES, Mr. DONNELLY of Indiana, Mr. 
HILL, Mr. CHILDERS, Mr. BOREN, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. MASSA, Mr. MICHAUD, 
Mr. ELLSWORTH, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. 
MINNICK, Ms. GIFFORDS, Ms. LORETTA 
SANCHEZ of California, Mr. SKELTON, 
Mr. MCHUGH, Ms. FALLIN, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, Mr. FILNER, Mr. 
FORTENBERRY, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. 
MITCHELL, Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. 
COFFMAN of Colorado, Mr. LANCE, Mr. 
GRIFFITH, Mr. POSEY, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. 
ADLER of New Jersey, Mr. TAYLOR, 
Mr. SHULER, Mr. WALZ, Mr. POE of 
Texas, Mr. LEE of New York, and Mr. 
SARBANES): 

H. Res. 471. A resolution expressing sym-
pathy to the victims, families, and friends of 
the tragic act of violence at the combat 
stress clinic at Camp Liberty, Iraq, on May 
11, 2009; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices. 

By Mr. DENT (for himself, Mr. CARNEY, 
Mr. GERLACH, Mr. PLATTS, Mr. 
EHLERS, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. GRAVES, 
Mr. PETERSON, Mr. BROWN of South 
Carolina, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. 
WESTMORELAND, Mr. SALAZAR, Mr. 
PETRI, Mr. COBLE, Mr. MACK, Ms. 
BERKLEY, and Mrs. CAPITO): 

H. Res. 472. A resolution congratulating 
and saluting the seventieth anniversary of 
the Aircraft Owners and Pilots Association 
(AOPA) and their dedication to general avia-
tion, safety and the important contribution 
general aviation provides to the United 
States; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. GOODLATTE (for himself, Mr. 
SMITH of Texas, Mr. FRANKS of Ari-
zona, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. BLUNT, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. CAN-
TOR, Mr. POE of Texas, Mr. BISHOP of 
Utah, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, Mr. MACK, 
Mr. JONES, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. SIMP-
SON, Mr. PITTS, Mr. POSEY, Mr. WOLF, 
Mr. FORBES, and Mr. WITTMAN): 

H. Res. 473. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
judicial determinations regarding the mean-
ing of the Constitution of the United States 
should not be based on judgments, laws, or 
pronouncements of foreign institutions un-
less such foreign judgments, laws, or pro-
nouncements inform an understanding of the 

original meaning of the Constitution of the 
United States; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

By Mr. BLUMENAUER (for himself, 
Mrs. BONO MACK, Mr. KIND, Mr. 
CONNOLLY of Virginia, Mr. WEXLER, 
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. 
MICHAUD, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. THOMP-
SON of California, Mr. SALAZAR, Mr. 
POLIS of Colorado, Mr. CLEAVER, Ms. 
MCCOLLUM, Mr. CAPUANO, Ms. LEE of 
California, and Ms. MATSUI): 

H. Res. 475. A resolution supporting the 
goals and ideals of National Trails Day; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. COHEN (for himself, Ms. BERK-
LEY, Ms. CLARKE, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. 
CLYBURN, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. 
COURTNEY, Ms. FOXX, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Georgia, Ms. KILPATRICK of Michigan, 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Ms. LEE of 
California, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Ms. 
MARKEY of Colorado, Mr. PAYNE, Ms. 
TITUS, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, 
Ms. WATSON, Ms. EDWARDS of Mary-
land, and Mr. DONNELLY of Indiana): 

H. Res. 476. A resolution celebrating the 
30th anniversary of June as ‘‘Black Music 
Month‘‘; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Mr. FORBES (for himself, Mr. 
WITTMAN, Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. MILLER 
of Florida, Mr. AKIN, Mr. KLINE of 
Minnesota, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah, and Mr. 
LAMBORN): 

H. Res. 477. A resolution directing the Sec-
retary of Defense to transmit to the House of 
Representatives the fiscal year 2010 30-year 
shipbuilding plan relating to the long-term 
shipbuilding strategy of the Department of 
Defense, as required by section 231 of title 10, 
United States Code; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. FORBES (for himself, Mr. 
WITTMAN, Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. MILLER 
of Florida, Mr. AKIN, Mr. KLINE of 
Minnesota, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah, and Mr. 
LAMBORN): 

H. Res. 478. A resolution directing the Sec-
retary of Defense to transmit to the House of 
Representatives the fiscal year 2010 30-year 
aviation plan relating to the long-term avia-
tion plans of the Department of Defense, as 
required by section 231a of title 10, United 
States Code; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

By Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE, and Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA): 

H. Res. 479. A resolution honoring the con-
tributions of Takamiyama Daigoro to Sumo 
and to United States-Japan relations; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas: 

H. Res. 480. A resolution recognizing and 
honoring the historic election of women to 
the Kuwait parliament and its implications 
for gender equality in the region; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KAGEN (for himself, Mr. RYAN 
of Wisconsin, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, 
Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. PETRI, Mr. OBEY, 
Mr. KIND, and Ms. MOORE of Wis-
consin): 

H. Res. 481. A resolution honoring the life 
and public service of Reverend Robert Cor-
nell, distinguished former Congressman, aca-
demic, and clergyman from the State of Wis-
consin; to the Committee on House Adminis-
tration. 

By Mr. KISSELL: 
H. Res. 482. A resolution congratulating 

Miss Kristen Dalton for being crowned Miss 
USA 2009; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

By Mr. KLINE of Minnesota (for him-
self, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. MASSA, Mr. 

THORNBERRY, Mr. BRADY of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. CAO, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. 
TEAGUE, Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. DOYLE, Mr. 
TERRY, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. WILSON of 
South Carolina, Mr. CHAFFETZ, Mr. 
SIMPSON, Mrs. BONO MACK, Mr. 
HINOJOSA, Mrs. BACHMANN, Mr. 
JONES, Mr. ALTMIRE, Mr. COSTELLO, 
Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida, 
Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. ADLER of New Jersey, Mr. 
DAVIS of Alabama, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. 
LIPINSKI, Mr. BISHOP of New York, 
Mr. OLSON, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. WOLF, 
Mr. ISSA, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. COLE, 
Mr. FLEMING, Mr. LEE of New York, 
Mr. PAULSEN, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. 
HERGER, Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. BROUN of 
Georgia, Mr. MCHENRY, Mr. BOOZMAN, 
Mr. AKIN, Mr. POE of Texas, Mr. JOR-
DAN of Ohio, Mr. MANZULLO, Mrs. 
MILLER of Michigan, and Mr. 
GALLEGLY): 

H. Res. 483. A resolution supporting the 
goals and ideals of Veterans of Foreign Wars 
Day; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Mr. LARSEN of Washington (for 
himself, Mr. INSLEE, Mr. BAIRD, Mr. 
PASCRELL, Mr. SMITH of Washington, 
and Mr. GERLACH): 

H. Res. 484. A resolution expressing support 
for designation of June 10th as ‘‘National 
Pipeline Safety Day‘‘; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure, and in 
addition to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mrs. LOWEY: 
H. Res. 485. A resolution expressing support 

for designation of the third week of April 
2009 as ‘‘National Shaken Baby Syndrome 
Awareness Week’’; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mrs. MALONEY (for herself, Mr. 
BILIRAKIS, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. SPACE, 
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. 
BROWN of South Carolina, Mr. SAR-
BANES, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, Mr. CARNAHAN, Mr. LINCOLN 
DIAZ-BALART of Florida, Mr. 
PALLONE, Ms. LEE of California, Mr. 
SIRES, Ms. TITUS, Mr. POE of Texas, 
Mr. MCMAHON, and Mr. JACKSON of Il-
linois): 

H. Res. 486. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 
should work within the framework of the 
United Nations process with Greece to 
achieve longstanding United States and 
United Nations policy goals of finding a mu-
tually-acceptable composite name, with a 
geographical qualifier and for all inter-
national uses for the former Yugoslav Re-
public of Macedonia; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ROGERS of Michigan: 
H. Res. 487. A resolution recognizing the 

100th anniversary of the State News at 
Michigan State University; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. WITTMAN: 
H. Res. 488. A resolution commending and 

congratulating Commander David W. 
Alldridge and the crew of the USS Newport 
News (SSN 750) on the occasion of the 20th 
anniversary of the ship’s commissioning; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

f 

PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, private 
bills and resolutions of the following 
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titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. BOYD: 
H.R. 2644. A bill to waive the 35-mile rule 

to permit recognition of Gadsden Commu-
nity Hospital as a critical access hospital 
under the Medicare Program; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUSH: 
H.R. 2645. A bill for the relief of Elvira 

Arellano, Juan Carlos Arreguin, Maria I. 
Benitez, Francisco J. Castro, Jaime Cruz, 
Martha Davalos, Maria A. Martin, Juan Jose 
Mesa, Domenico Papaianni, Juan Manuel 
Castellanos, Juan Jose Rangel Sr, Dayron S. 
Rios Arenas, Araceli Contreras-Del Toro, 
Doris Oneida Ulloa, Bladimir I. Caballero, 
Arnulfo Alfaro, Consuelo Castellanos, Eliseo 
Pulido, Gilberto Romero, Maria Liliana Rua- 
Saenz, Aurelia Martinez-Garcia, Tomas F. 
Martinez-Garcia, Flor Crisostomo, Gloria M. 
Alcantara, Roberto Barrera - lopez, Toribio 
Barrera-Vieyra, Carolina Carrillo de Uribe, 
Adan Rosales Del Valle, Marie Teresa 
Herenandez, Consualo Constella, Lucia 
Larios Arreola, Maria Guadalupe Lopez, Jose 
Martinez de la Cerde, Ruben Mendoza 
Lagunas, Jesus de Parafox, German 
Raminez, Josefina Santoyo, Noelia Corona, 
Teresa Figueroa-Villasenoe, and Fatima 
Karuma; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 21: Mr. HODES, Mr. KLEIN of Florida, 
Mr. NADLER of New York, Ms. WASSERMAN 
SCHULTZ, Mr. MCGOVERN, and Mr. ROTHMAN 
of New Jersey. 

H.R. 22: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, and Ms. CASTOR of Florida. 

H.R. 24: Mr. BISHOP of New York, Mr. BOS-
WELL, Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. PRICE 
of Georgia, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. SESSIONS, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. MINNICK, Ms. KILPATRICK 
of Michigan, Mr. BOYD, Mr. ALTMIRE, Mr. 
DENT, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr. MELANCON, 
Mr. PETERSON, Mr. DAVIS of Alabama, Mr. 
SCHAUER, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, Ms. 
MCCOLLUM, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. DAVIS of Ten-
nessee, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. 
SERRANO, Mrs. LOWEY, and Mr. WALDEN. 

H.R. 25: Mr. BILIRAKIS. 
H.R. 28: Mr. HUNTER. 
H.R. 42: Mr. STARK, Ms. HIRONO, and Mr. 

GUTIERREZ. 
H.R. 87: Mr. ISSA. 
H.R. 205: Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina. 
H.R. 208: Mr. KAGEN, Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. 

MCINTYRE, Mr. MCKEON, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. 
SMITH of New Jersey, Ms. FALLIN, Mr. 
TIAHRT, Mr. ETHERIDGE, and Mr. BISHOP of 
Utah. 

H.R. 213: Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, 
and Mr. GUTHRIE. 

H.R. 235: Mr. CUMMINGS. 
H.R. 268: Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. 
H.R. 272: Mr. BOOZMAN. 
H.R. 275: Mr. KAGEN, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, 

Mr. HOEKSTRA, Mr. MCCAUL, Mr. CASSIDY, 
Mr. KIRK, Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. 
LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of Florida, Ms. GRANG-
ER, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida, and Mr. SESSIONS. 

H.R. 293: Mr. CASSIDY. 
H.R. 294: Mr. CASSIDY. 
H.R. 295: Mr. CASSIDY. 
H.R. 329: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 403: Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia, Mr. 

CARSON of Indiana, Mr. HALL of New York, 
Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. COSTA, Mr. GENE GREEN 
of Texas, and Mrs. MALONEY. 

H.R. 413: Mr. MICHAUD, Ms. PINGREE of 
Maine, Mr. PETERS, Mr. ELLSWORTH, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. GERLACH, and Mr. PAYNE. 

H.R. 422: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. 
COURTNEY, and Mr. KENNEDY. 

H.R. 426: Mr. HIMES. 
H.R. 442: Mrs. KIRKPATRICK of Arizona, Mr. 

ROONEY, Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida, Mr. COBLE, and Mr. SAM JOHNSON of 
Texas. 

H.R. 444: Mr. SKELTON, Mr. CARNAHAN, and 
Mr. CULBERSON. 

H.R. 450: Mr. FORBES and Mr. CULBERSON. 
H.R. 463: Ms. CASTOR of Florida. 
H.R. 503: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD and Ms. 

CLARKE. 
H.R. 510: Mr. BERRY. 
H.R. 517: Mr. KLEIN of Florida. 
H.R. 537: Mr. RYAN of Ohio and Mr. PUT-

NAM. 
H.R. 556: Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. ROYBAL-AL-

LARD, and Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 
H.R. 557: Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin and Mr. 

BURGESS. 
H.R. 574: Mr. HIMES. 
H.R. 616: Mr. EDWARDS of Texas, Mr. 

LUCAS, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. FLEMING, Mr. 
WESTMORELAND, Mr. BOUSTANY, and Mr. 
WOLF. 

H.R. 621: Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. WELCH, and 
Mr. RADANOVICH. 

H.R. 622: Mr. CHILDERS and Mr. BRADY of 
Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 634: Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. 

H.R. 716: Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. 
H.R. 734: Mr. WEXLER, Mr. LIPINSKI, and 

Mr. BERRY. 
H.R. 795: Mr. RYAN of Ohio. 
H.R. 836: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-

fornia, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. KANJORSKI, Mr. 
TIAHRT, and Mr. ISSA. 

H.R. 848: Mr. GORDON of Tennessee and Ms. 
ESHOO. 

H.R. 868: Mr. RAHALL. 
H.R. 874: Mr. STUPAK and Mr. DICKS. 
H.R. 886: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY and Mr. LIPIN-

SKI. 
H.R. 889: Mr. OLVER, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. 

HODES, Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. WELCH, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, and Mr. MORAN of Virginia. 

H.R. 890: Mrs. HALVORSON and Mr. MORAN 
of Virginia. 

H.R. 904: Mr. MEEK of Florida. 
H.R. 914: Mr. COBLE. 
H.R. 930: Mr. HIMES. 
H.R. 932: Mr. PERRIELLO. 
H.R. 958: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. 

HINOJOSA, Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. LIN-
COLN DIAZ-BALART of Florida, and Mr. 
CUMMINGS. 

H.R. 984: Mr. CAPUANO. 
H.R. 988: Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. WILSON of South 

Carolina, Mr. COHEN, Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. 
HINOJOSA, Ms. BERKLEY, and Mr. LINCOLN 
DIAZ-BALART of Florida. 

H.R. 1015: Mr. MCINTYRE and Mr. BOUCHER. 
H.R. 1020: Mr. PIERLUISI. 
H.R. 1024: Mr. TONKO, Mr. TOWNS, and Ms. 

EDWARDS of Maryland. 
H.R. 1032: Mr. PAULSEN. 
H.R. 1042: Mr. MARCHANT. 
H.R. 1064: Ms. DELAURO, Mr. PERRIELLO, 

Mr. NYE, and Mr. SOUDER. 
H.R. 1066: Mr. GERLACH, Mr. KENNEDY, and 

Mr. CONYERS. 
H.R. 1074: Mr. MURTHA and Mr. COBLE. 
H.R. 1077: Mr. CARNAHAN. 
H.R. 1083: Mr. ROONEY. 
H.R. 1093: Mr. SKELTON, Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. 

WEXLER, Mr. GRIJALVA, and Mr. JOHNSON of 
Georgia. 

H.R. 1094: Mr. PLATTS. 
H.R. 1111: Mr. SIMPSON, Mrs. LUMMIS, and 

Mr. FLEMING. 
H.R. 1115: Mrs. LUMMIS. 
H.R. 1129: Mr. LIPINSKI. 
H.R. 1132: Mr. COSTA, Mr. CARNAHAN, Mr. 

SHIMKUS, and Mr. TAYLOR. 

H.R. 1142: Mr. LATHAM. 
H.R. 1159: Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey. 
H.R. 1177: Mr. BISHOP of Utah and Mr. KIL-

DEE. 
H.R. 1179: Mr. OLVER, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. 

KIRK, and Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. 
H.R. 1188: Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. NYE, Mr. GON-

ZALEZ, Mr. CARNAHAN, Mr. LAMBORN, and Ms. 
BERKLEY. 

H.R. 1189: Mr. MCCAUL. 
H.R. 1193: Mr. CONYERS. 
H.R. 1203: Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. COBLE, Mr. 

STARK, Ms. KOSMAS, Mr. SCHAUER, Mr. 
DELAHUNT, and Mr. GONZALEZ. 

H.R. 1205: Mr. CHILDERS, Mr. BOCCIERI, Mr. 
HINCHEY, and Mr. MCCOTTER. 

H.R. 1207: Mr. ROSS, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. 
WELCH, and Mr. THORNBERRY. 

H.R. 1210: Mr. HONDA. 
H.R. 1220: Mr. HENSARLING. 
H.R. 1229: Mr. BONNER. 
H.R. 1230: Mr. BURGESS, Mr. GONZALEZ, and 

Mr. BISHOP of New York. 
H.R. 1240: Mr. OBERSTAR. 
H.R. 1242: Mr. WELCH. 
H.R. 1289: Ms. SUTTON and Mr. FOSTER. 
H.R. 1308: Mr. GRIFFITH, Mrs. DAHLKEMPER, 

Mr. BISHOP of New York, Mr. HILL, Mr. 
DOYLE, and Mr. KRATOVIL. 

H.R. 1317: Mr. HOLDEN. 
H.R. 1322: Mr. BRALEY of Iowa and Mr. 

RYAN of Ohio. 
H.R. 1324: Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. HIMES, and Ms. 

SPEIER. 
H.R. 1346: Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. HOLDEN, Ms. 

LORETTA SANCHEZ of California, Mr. MASSA, 
and Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. 

H.R. 1350: Mr. TIAHRT. 
H.R. 1354: Mrs. LUMMIS. 
H.R. 1361: Mr. CARSON of Indiana. 
H.R. 1378: Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut, Ms. 

CASTOR of Florida, and Ms. HARMAN. 
H.R. 1392: Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. MEEKS of New 

York, and Mr. PLATTS. 
H.R. 1398: Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. POSEY, Mr. 

LATHAM, Mr. WITTMAN, Ms. CASTOR of Flor-
ida, Mr. BOYD, and Mr. PUTNAM. 

H.R. 1410: Ms. TITUS and Mr. FRANK of Mas-
sachusetts. 

H.R. 1412: Mr. SERRANO, Mr. ISRAEL, and 
Mr. DELAHUNT. 

H.R. 1441: Mr. BERRY. 
H.R. 1443: Mr. HOLDEN. 
H.R. 1466: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 1470: Mr. KLEIN of Florida. 
H.R. 1485: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 

Texas. 
H.R. 1492: Mr. FOSTER. 
H.R. 1505: Ms. NORTON and Mrs. MILLER of 

Michigan. 
H.R. 1521: Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. 
H.R. 1523: Mr. MASSA and Mr. GONZALEZ. 
H.R. 1528: Mr. PETERSON and Mr. CLAY. 
H.R. 1530: Mr. PETERSON and Mr. CLAY. 
H.R. 1531: Mr. PETERSON and Mr. CLAY. 
H.R. 1545: Mr. PERRIELLO, Mr. LIPINSKI, and 

Mr. MAFFEI. 
H.R. 1547: Mr. LOEBSACK. 
H.R. 1551: Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey. 
H.R. 1552: Mr. GALLEGLY. 
H.R. 1558: Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 1587: Mr. FOSTER and Mr. SMITH of 

Washington. 
H.R. 1588: Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina. 
H.R. 1604: Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, Mr. 

FLAKE, and Mr. GRAYSON. 
H.R. 1612: Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey. 
H.R. 1615: Mr. OLVER. 
H.R. 1616: Mr. GUTIERREZ. 
H.R. 1618: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-

fornia, Mr. BERMAN, Ms. SPEIER, Ms. ROYBAL- 
ALLARD, Mr. HONDA, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. AN-
DREWS, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, 
Mr. WEINER, and Mr. FATTAH. 

H.R. 1619: Mr. MAFFEI. 
H.R. 1621: Mr. LATTA. 
H.R. 1632: Mr. PAUL. 
H.R. 1633: Mr. MELANCON and Mr. MCGOV-

ERN. 
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H.R. 1643: Mr. CARNAHAN and Mr. NUNES. 
H.R. 1670: Mr. GONZALEZ. 
H.R. 1684: Mr. ORTIZ, Mr. COBLE, and Mr. 

SAM JOHNSON of Texas. 
H.R. 1685: Mrs. LOWEY. 
H.R. 1691: Mr. BAIRD. 
H.R. 1695: Mr. ROSS, Mr. SMITH of New Jer-

sey, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. PLATTS, and Mr. 
PAYNE. 

H.R. 1699: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. 
H.R. 1708: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Ms. 

GIFFORDS, Mr. HONDA, and Ms. ESHOO. 
H.R. 1709: Mr. MILLER of North Carolina 

and Mr. MCINTYRE. 
H.R. 1718: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 1721: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 1723: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. 
H.R. 1727: Mr. CAMPBELL. 
H.R. 1736: Mr. MILLER of North Carolina. 
H.R. 1743: Mr. NUNES. 
H.R. 1766: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. 
H.R. 1775: Mr. CARNAHAN. 
H.R. 1799: Mr. CUELLAR and Mr. BOSWELL. 
H.R. 1806: Mr. CAPUANO. 
H.R. 1829: Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. 

BARTLETT, Mr. SOUDER, and Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 1831: Mr. HARPER, Mr. LATTA, Mr. 

PLATTS, Mr. BOREN, Mr. POMEROY, Mr. ROO-
NEY, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. MCCAUL, Mr. WALZ, 
Mr. FLEMING, and Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jer-
sey. 

H.R. 1835: Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Ms. 
GRANGER, Mrs. BONO MACK, Mr. BILBRAY, 
Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. PLATTS, 
Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, and 
Mr. GERLACH. 

H.R. 1855: Ms. FUDGE. 
H.R. 1864: Mr. CALVERT, Mr. SCHOCK, and 

Mr. BOOZMAN. 
H.R. 1870: Mr. LATHAM. 
H.R. 1880: Mr. HIMES. 
H.R. 1881: Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. SARBANES, Mr. 

ARCURI, Mr. HONDA, Mr. WEINER, and Mr. 
WALZ. 

H.R. 1884: Mrs. KIRKPATRICK of Arizona, Mr. 
SOUDER, Mr. HELLER, Mr. BERRY, Mr. 
SCHRADER, and Ms. BERKLEY. 

H.R. 1886: Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 
H.R. 1894: Mr. BISHOP of New York. 
H.R. 1917: Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mr. GERLACH, and 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 1927: Ms. SCHWARTZ and Mr. DOYLE. 
H.R. 1956: Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. DEFAZIO, and 

Mr. OBERSTAR. 
H.R. 1970: Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. WELCH, Mr. 

BOOZMAN, and Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. 
H.R. 1974: Mr. HODES and Mr. COSTA. 
H.R. 1977: Mr. KLEIN of Florida. 
H.R. 1980: Ms. FOXX and Mr. FLEMING. 
H.R. 1981: Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas and 

Mr. CARTER. 
H.R. 2002: Mr. TERRY and Mr. GERLACH. 
H.R. 2006: Ms. GIFFORDS and Mrs. MILLER of 

Michigan. 
H.R. 2014: Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Ms. GIF-

FORDS, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. OLSON, Mr. 
ROHRABACHER, Ms. WATSON, Mr. DEFAZIO, 
Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr. TEAGUE, 
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. KUCINICH, 
Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of 
California, Mr. STUPAK, Mr. PLATTS, Ms. 
CLARKE, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. KIRK, Mr. SIRES, 
Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, Mr. BISHOP of 
Utah, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. HERGER, Mr. ISSA, Mr. 
KINGSTON, Mr. BLUNT, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
MAFFEI, Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr. POE 
of Texas, Mr. HUNTER, Mr. MILLER of North 
Carolina, Mr. KAGEN, Mr. FLEMING, Ms. WA-
TERS, Mr. KING of New York, Ms. BALDWIN, 
Mr. PENCE, Mr. PITTS, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. COLE, 
Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. GARRETT of New 
Jersey, Mr. NADLER of New York, Mr. 
GINGREY of Georgia, Mr. LATHAM, Mr. PRICE 
of Georgia, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. BACHUS, Mr. 
WHITFIELD, Mr. CANTOR, Mr. MARKEY of Mas-
sachusetts, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-
fornia, Mr. BUYER, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. GOOD-
LATTE, Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. 
TONKO, Mr. SHADEGG, and Mr. PALLONE. 

H.R. 2016: Mr. PASCRELL. 
H.R. 2017: Mr. COBLE, Ms. GINNY BROWN- 

WAITE of Florida, Mr. WOLF, Mr. CARNAHAN, 
Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, and Mr. LOEBSACK. 

H.R. 2024: Mr. UPTON, Mr. DINGELL, and Mr. 
SPRATT. 

H.R. 2038: Mr. FLAKE. 
H.R. 2057: Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. 

PLATTS, and Mr. ALTMIRE. 
H.R. 2058: Mr. PETERSON. 
H.R. 2061: Mr. TIAHRT. 
H.R. 2068: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. BOU-

CHER, Mr. LOEBSACK, and Mrs. MILLER of 
Michigan. 

H.R. 2079: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. 
H.R. 2103: Mr. LATHAM. 
H.R. 2123: Mr. GERLACH. 
H.R. 2124: Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. 
H.R. 2134: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 

Texas and Ms. BERKLEY. 
H.R. 2137: Mr. TOWNS, Mr. WATT, Mr. 

SERRANO, Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland, Mr. AL 
GREEN of Texas, Mr. HOLT, Mr. CUMMINGS, 
Mr. RANGEL, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. NADLER of 
New York, Mr. CARNAHAN, and Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN. 

H.R. 2139: Mr. HODES, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. 
ELLISON, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. BLUMENAUER, 
Mr. SMITH of Washington, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, 
and Mr. WU. 

H.R. 2143: Mr. CAMPBELL. 
H.R. 2159: Mr. TOWNS. 
H.R. 2163: Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 2164: Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 2178: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. 
H.R. 2190: Mr. SMITH of Washington. 
H.R. 2194: Mr. HILL, Mr. TIAHRT, Mrs. 

MCMORRIS RODGERS, Mr. CARDOZA, Mr. 
COSTA, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. CARNEY, Mr. 
PERLMUTTER, Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 
and Mr. REHBERG. 

H.R. 2199: Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. 
H.R. 2205: Mr. PETRI. 
H.R. 2206: Mr. SPACE, Mr. MASSA, Mr. 

CONAWAY, Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, Mr. 
MILLER of North Carolina, Mr. BERRY, Mr. 
FLEMING, Mr. CARNAHAN, Mr. SESTAK, and 
Mr. MINNICK. 

H.R. 2220: Mr. PLATTS, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. 
RAHALL, Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey, Mr. 
KIND, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. 
HOLDEN, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, and Ms. ROY-
BAL-ALLARD. 

H.R. 2222: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H.R. 2227: Mr. BOREN, Mr. DANIEL E. LUN-

GREN of California, Mr. PAULSEN, Mr. BART-
LETT, Mr. REHBERG, Mr. SHUSTER, and Mr. 
CASSIDY. 

H.R. 2245: Mr. CAO, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. WIL-
SON of Ohio, Mr. WAXMAN, and Mr. GRIFFITH. 

H.R. 2246: Mr. OBERSTAR. 
H.R. 2259: Ms. SHEA-PORTER and Mr. 

TEAGUE. 
H.R. 2261: Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey. 
H.R. 2262: Mr. HONDA, Mr. MCDERMOTT, and 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. 
H.R. 2266: Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. MCMAHON, Mr. 

ROTHMAN of New Jersey, and Mr. FILNER. 
H.R. 2267: Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. MCMAHON, Mr. 

ROTHMAN of New Jersey, and Mr. FILNER. 
H.R. 2269: Mr. HONDA and Ms. MCCOLLUM. 
H.R. 2273: Mr. MEEKS of New York. 
H.R. 2277: Mr. GONZALEZ. 
H.R. 2279: Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland. 
H.R. 2283: Mr. KING of Iowa and Mr. 

TIAHRT. 
H.R. 2287: Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado, Mr. 

SHUSTER, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. MANZULLO, Mr. 
CALVERT, Mr. FORBES, Mr. LATTA, Mr. 
HUNTER, and Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. 

H.R. 2288: Mr. BISHOP of Utah. 
H.R. 2294: Mr. SHADEGG, Mr. UPTON, Mr. 

WESTMORELAND, Mr. SOUDER, Mr. GARY G. 
MILLER of California, Mrs. BONO MACK, Mr. 
DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California, Mr. 
BILBRAY, Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina, 
Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. CASTLE, 
Mrs. BIGGERT, Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, and 
Mr. INGLIS. 

H.R. 2295: Mr. MICHAUD. 
H.R. 2296: Mr. BROWN of South Carolina, 

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida, Mr. 
POSEY, Mr. SCALISE, Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ- 
BALART of Florida, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. 
GALLEGLY, Mr. COBLE, and Mr. SAM JOHNSON 
of Texas. 

H.R. 2300: Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr. CULBERSON, 
Mr. GALLEGLY, Mrs. BACHMANN, Mr. COFFMAN 
of Colorado, Mr. CARTER, Mr. THOMPSON of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, 
Mr. HOEKSTRA, Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. 
HENSARLING, and Mr. HUNTER. 

H.R. 2304: Mr. CARNEY. 
H.R. 2305: Mr. LINDER, Mr. SMITH of Ne-

braska, Mr. CHAFFETZ, and Mr. WITTMAN. 
H.R. 2308: Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 2329: Mr. SCHIFF and Mr. THOMPSON of 

Mississippi. 
H.R. 2338: Mr. COBLE. 
H.R. 2345: Mr. PAUL, Mr. AKIN, and Mr. 

MICHAUD. 
H.R. 2350: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. 
H.R. 2353: Mr. WAMP, Mr. PRICE of Georgia, 

and Mr. MANZULLO. 
H.R. 2358: Mr. MASSA. 
H.R. 2360: Mr. WOLF, Mr. KLEIN of Florida, 

and Mr. MANZULLO. 
H.R. 2365: Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-

ida and Mr. BOUCHER. 
H.R. 2373: Mrs. EMERSON, Mr. BROWN of 

South Carolina, Mr. HALL of Texas, Mr. 
GOHMERT, Mr. TEAGUE, Mr. BLUNT, and Mr. 
WITTMAN. 

H.R. 2378: Mr. PITTS, Mr. THOMPSON of 
Pennsylvania, and Ms. SLAUGHTER. 

H.R. 2382: Mr. ADLER of New Jersey and Mr. 
JONES. 

H.R. 2387: Mr. MCCOTTER and Mr. BOOZMAN. 
H.R. 2393: Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. 

BARTLETT, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. CAL-
VERT, Mr. COLE, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. 
BROWN of South Carolina, Mr. SENSEN-
BRENNER, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mrs. MCMORRIS 
RODGERS, Mrs. BONO MACK, Mrs. BACHMANN, 
Mr. LATTA, Mr. GALLEGLY, and Mr. 
WHITFIELD. 

H.R. 2404: Mr. MICHAUD, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. 
LUJÁN, and Mr. WAXMAN. 

H.R. 2406: Mr. GARY G. MILLER of Cali-
fornia, Mr. BACHUS, Mrs. MYRICK, Mr. MCIN-
TYRE, Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. BLUNT, 
Mr. LINDER, and Mr. WHITFIELD. 

H.R. 2409: Mr. SKELTON and Mrs. LUMMIS. 
H.R. 2412: Mr. GRIJALVA and Mr. MURTHA. 
H.R. 2421: Mr. BACA, Mr. BROWN of South 

Carolina, Mr. COLE, Mr. DENT, MR. GARRETT 
of New Jersey, Mr. JONES, Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. 
LANCE, Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. CAMP, 
and Mr. ALTMIRE. 

H.R. 2427: Ms. WATSON, Ms. LORETTA 
SANCHEZ of California, Mr. COSTA, Ms. ROY-
BAL-ALLARD, Mr. BACA, and Ms. HARMAN. 

H.R. 2440: Mr. LATTA. 
H.R. 2447: Mr. HERGER and Mr. KIND. 
H.R. 2452: Mr. BUCHANAN and Mr. TANNER. 
H.R. 2456: Mr. LOEBSACK. 
H.R. 2469: Mr. LAMBORN. 
H.R. 2474: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-

fornia, Mr. COSTA, and Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. 
H.R. 2479: Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 2480: Mr. CASTLE, Mrs. TAUSCHER, Mr. 

GALLEGLY, Mr. REICHERT, and Mr. MITCHELL. 
H.R. 2497: Ms. NORTON and Mr. SIRES. 
H.R. 2499: Mr. CARTER. 
H.R. 2501: Mr. SALAZAR and Mr. ABER-

CROMBIE. 
H.R. 2518: Mr. KLINE of Minnesota, Mrs. 

MYRICK, and Ms. JENKINS. 
H.R. 2525: Ms. DELAURO. 
H.R. 2531: Mr. SIRES, Mr. FILNER, and Mr. 

HONDA. 
H.R. 2534: Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. 
H.J. Res. 42: Mr. ROYCE, Mr. HASTINGS of 

Washington, Mr. SCALISE, Mr. BARTON of 
Texas, Mr. MCCARTHY of California, and Mr. 
GRAVES. 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 05:33 May 22, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00121 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A21MY7.102 H21MYPT1w
w

oo
ds

2 
on

 P
R

O
D

P
C

68
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH6016 May 21, 2009 
H.J. Res. 46: Mr. CALVERT. 
H.J. Res. 47: Mr. TEAGUE, Mr. MCHUGH, and 

Mr. KING of New York. 
H.J. Res. 50: Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, 

Mr. FORBES, and Mr. BARTON of Texas. 
H. Con. Res. 16: Mr. LANCE and Mr. ROONEY. 
H. Con. Res. 29: Mr. MORAN of Kansas. 
H. Con. Res. 48: Mr. KENNEDY. 
H. Con. Res. 49: Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. SAR-

BANES, Mr. BILBRAY, Mr. SMITH of New Jer-
sey, and Mrs. SCHMIDT. 

H. Con. Res. 87: Mr. BOOZMAN, Ms. GRANG-
ER, and Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 

H. Con. Res. 109: Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. INSLEE, Mr. WEINER, Mr. 
KILDEE, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, Mrs. KIRK-
PATRICK of Arizona, Mr. MAFFEI, Mr. 
SCHRADER, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. WELCH, Mr. 
ENGEL, Mr. MILLER of North Carolina, Mr. 
COSTA, Ms. BEAN, Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. MITCHELL, 
Mr. ELLSWORTH, Mrs. DAVIS of California, 
Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. SARBANES, Mr. BRIGHT, 
Mr. MURPHY of New York, Mr. COURTNEY, Ms. 
ESHOO, Mr. STUPAK, Mr. GONZALEZ, Ms. SUT-
TON, Mr. SESTAK, Mr. BOUCHER, Mr. 
YARMUTH, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. KILROY, Mr. 
GRIFFITH, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. TIM MURPHY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. POLIS, Mr. BOCCIERI, Mr. 
ADLER of New Jersey, Mr. HIMES, Mrs. 
LUMMIS, Ms. HARMAN, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, 
Mr. DOYLE, Mr. SALAZAR, Ms. PINGREE of 
Maine, Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Florida, 
Mr. PETERS, Mr. CARNAHAN, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. 
SHULER, Mr. RUSH, Mr. CAMP, Mr. BLUNT, Ms. 
FOXX, Mr. LEE of New York, Mr. MURPHY of 
Connecticut, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, Mr. WIL-
SON of Ohio, and Mr. ROSS. 

H. Con. Res. 110: Ms. BALDWIN. 
H. Con. Res. 112: Mr. RADANOVICH. 
H. Con. Res. 127: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. 

BUTTERFIELD, Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. FATTAH, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. 
MOORE of Wisconsin, and Mr. WEXLER. 

H. Con. Res. 130: Mr. YOUNG of Florida and 
Mr. ARCURI. 

H. Con. Res. 131: Mr. HARPER, Mr. MCCAR-
THY of California, Mr. FORBES, and Mr. AKIN. 

H. Con. Res. 132: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, 
Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. KING of New York, and Mr. 
MCCOTTER. 

H. Res. 36: Mr. KUCINICH. 
H. Res. 55: Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. 
H. Res. 81: Ms. FOXX, Mr. COBLE, and Mr. 

LATTA. 
H. Res. 111: Mr. SIRES, Mr. HODES, and Mr. 

LOEBSACK. 
H. Res. 156: Mr. TIAHRT. 
H. Res. 159: Ms. SUTTON, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. 

ISRAEL, and Mr. MICHAUD. 
H. Res. 185: Mr. BOCCIERI. 
H. Res. 196: Mr. MCINTYRE and Mr. 

LAMBORN. 
H. Res. 209: Mrs. LOWEY and Mr. MARIO 

DIAZ-BALART of Florida. 
H. Res. 225: Mrs. BACHMANN and Mr. KING-

STON. 

H. Res. 227: Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 
H. Res. 236: Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey 

and Mrs. LOWEY. 
H. Res. 274: Mr. PASTOR of Arizona, Mr. 

STUPAK, and Mr. SMITH of Washington. 
H. Res. 278: Mr. ELLISON. 
H. Res. 314: Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. PUTNAM, 

Ms. TITUS, Mr. TIERNEY, Mr. MATHESON, Mr. 
KLEIN of Florida, Mr. HODES, Mr. ARCURI, Mr. 
HALL of New York, Ms. HIRONO, Ms. SHEA- 
PORTER, Mr. TONKO, Mr. DONNELLY of Indi-
ana, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. BOCCIERI, Mr. 
ELLISON, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. MCNERNEY, and 
Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. 

H. Res. 355: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. 
H. Res. 364: Mr. ROSS, Mr. POLIS of Colo-

rado, Ms. FUDGE, Mr. MACK, and Mr. SMITH of 
New Jersey. 

H. Res. 366: Mr. FOSTER, Mr. BILBRAY, Ms. 
CASTOR of Florida, and Mr. BURGESS. 

H. Res. 373: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. 
H. Res. 394: Mr. TIAHRT. 
H. Res. 397: Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. BROUN of 

Georgia, Mr. HERGER, Mr. CHAFFETZ, Mr. 
FLEMING, Mr. COLE, Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. POSEY, 
Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. ISSA, Mr. MORAN of 
Kansas, and Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. 

H. Res. 407: Mr. DOYLE, Mr. GRIFFITH, Mr. 
GONZALEZ, Mr. HONDA, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, 
Mr. FILNER, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Ms. 
CORRINE BROWN of Florida, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. BOSWELL, and 
Mr. CONYERS. 

H. Res. 409: Mr. PETRI, Mr. Schauer, Mr. 
STUPAK, Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, Mr. SEN-
SENBRENNER, Mr. CONYERS, Ms. KILPATRICK of 
Michigan, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr. 
ROGERS of Michigan, Mr. CAMPBELL, and Mr. 
MANZULLO. 

H. Res. 419: Mr. CONYERS and Ms. CASTOR of 
Florida. 

H. Res. 420: Mr. MCCARTHY of California 
Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. MCCAUL, Mr. ROGERS of 
Kentucky, Mr. COBLE, Mr. TURNER, Mr. 
MCCOTTER, Mr. DENT, Mr. SIMPSON, Mr. 
TIBERI, Mr. LATOURETTE, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. 
SULLIVAN, Mr. SMITH of Nebraska, Mr. CAO, 
Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. 
EHLERS, Mr. CASTLE, Mr. LANCE, Mr. 
ADERHOLT, Mr. CHAFFETZ, Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. 
SHULER, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. ROHRABACHER, 
Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey, Mr. BRADY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. DRIEHAUS, 
Mr. KING of New York, Mr. BURTON of Indi-
ana, and Mr. CARTER. 

H. Res. 428: Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee and Mr. 
LATTA. 

H. Res. 433: Ms. LEE of California, Mr. 
QUIGLEY, Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California, 
Mr. ELLISON, Mr. FATTAH, Mrs. DAVIS of Cali-
fornia, Mr. DELAHUNT, Ms. BERKLEY, and Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY. 

H. Res. 435: Mr. WU. 
H. Res. 439: Ms. RICHARDSON. 

CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM-
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM-
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS 

Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or state-
ments on congressional earmarks, limited 
tax benefits, or limited tariff benefits were 
submitted as follows: 

The amendment to be offered by Mr. 
THOMPSON of Mississippi, or a designee, to 
H.R. 2200, the Transportation Security Ad-
ministration Authorization Act, does not 
contain any congressional earmarks, limited 
tax benefits, or limited tariff benefits as de-
fined in clause 9(d), 9(e), or 9(f) of rule XXI. 

f 

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions as follows: 

H.R. 1346: Mr. GERLACH. 

f 

DISCHARGE PETITIONS— 
ADDITIONS OR DELETIONS 

The following Members added their 
names to the following discharge peti-
tions: 

Petition 2 by Mr. CARTER on H.R. 735; 
Rodney Alexander and Michael C. Burgess. 

Petition 3, by Mr. LATOURETTE on House 
Resolution 359: Jason Chaffetz, Leonard 
Lance, Ileana Ros-Lehtinen, Bill Posey, 
Kevin McCarthy, John A. Boehner, Mike 
Coffman, Thomas J. Rooney, Steve Austria, 
Erik Paulsen, Lee Terry, Christopher John 
Lee, Tom Price, Cynthia M. Lummis, Jerry 
Moran, Bill Shuster, Dave Camp, Bill 
Cassidy, Jeb Hensarling, Ander Crenshaw, 
Eric Cantor, David Dreier, Peter J. Roskam, 
Kevin Brady, Tom Cole, Bob Goodlatte, Lynn 
A. Westmoreland, Howard P. ‘‘Buck’’ 
McKeon, Duncan Hunter, Darrell E. Issa, 
Spencer Bachus, Jo Bonner, Michael R. 
Turner, Frank D. Lucas, Gary G. Miller, 
Aaron Schock, John R. Carter, Tom McClin-
tock, Jack Kingston, Paul C. Broun, Adrian 
Smith, Louie Gohmert, Phil Gingrey, Dean 
Heller, Zach Wamp, Mary Bono Mack, Sam 
Graves, Rob Bishop, Mike Rogers (AL), Steve 
King, Cliff Stearns, John B. Shadegg, Donald 
A. Manzullo, Geoff Davis, Ted Poe, Mike 
Pence, John Shimkus, Gus M. Bilirakis, Pete 
Sessions, Trent Franks, Ralph M. Hall, Jo 
Ann Emerson, Michael C. Burgess, and Bob 
Inglis. 
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